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C O U N C I L  C O M M U N I C A T I O N  . 

FROM: __ . I-  

THE CITY M A N A G E R ' S  OFFICE 

IND!CA?tG PCTTCIN: . T h a t  the Ciry C o u n r , j l  conduct p;b]ic hearings on tiis 
following requests of Marc Siega l ,  c /o  First Fidel i ty  Realty Group: 

I 
1. t o  anend the Land lfse Element of the Lodi General Plan by 

I redesignating the parcel a t  2500 West Turner Road ( A P N  
I 029-030-39, R.C.A. Globa l )  from Off ice- Ins t i tu t iona l  t o  

Commercial. 

2.  t o  rezone the parcel a t  2500 West-'Turn 
(129-030-39, R . C .  A .  Global ) from R-C-P, Residpntizl -Commercial - 
P r o f o s s i o n a ?  t o  C-S, Commercial Shopping CentPr. 

3 .  t o  c e r t i f y  the f i l i n g  of a Negative Declaration by the 
C o m w n i  t y  Development Director as adequate envi ronmenlal 
documentation on the above projects .  

T h e  p u b l i c  hearings may be  conducted concurrently,  but t h e  items m u s t  be acted on -_ - - >  

separately.  

fu l l - se rv i ce  Safeway a n d  a 19,000 square foot T b r i f t y  Drug S t o r e .  A f u l l  service 
supermarket i s  similar  t o  Fry ' s ,  Raley's o r  the newest Lucky's i n  the types of 
departments w i t h i n  the Inarket.  

A t  the P:anninc. Coii i i ! i ission h e a r i n g  the developer o f f e r e d  t n  d s s i s t  i n  p a y i n g  for  a 
t r a f f i c  s i g n a l  a t  the major  s t r e e t  in te rsec t ion .  Presumab!y t h i s  same o f f e r  will  
be made a t  the Council hearing. 

I f  tire City Council approves the requests,  the Public !Jorks Department should be 
authorized t o  negotiate with the developer on the amount c~f sewer capacity t h a t  
w i l l  be avai lable  t o  the center  pending the completion of the Glhite Slough 
expansion. 

I f  the request i s  denied, the ex is t ing  Safeway Store on East Lodi Avenue will  
s t i l l  c lose  becaLise i t  cannot compete with the l a rge r ,  mcr-,s modern markets b u i l t  
a r o u n d  tne City in the l a s t  few years.  Although a sad s i t ua t ion  f o r  the eas t s ide ,  
a n  econoniic f a c t  o f  l i f e  f o r  the gr 

C'dvufii ty Ceve;opn:eni; Director 

CC89/1/TXTD. 01C January 11, 1989 
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NOT NG TO CONSIDER 
THE PLAN ECOMMENDED APPROVAL 

OF THE RECfJEST 0 FIRST FIDELITY REAL 
TO AHEND THE L A N D  USE ELENENT OF THE LODI  G E N E R A L  ?LAN BY 

RECESLGhAT!P/G THE PARCEL A T  2500 dEST T U R N E 2  ROPG 
( A F N  029-030-39, R . C . A .  G L O B A L )  

FROM OFF ICE- INSTITUTIONAL TO COMMERCIAL 

N O T I C E  I S  #EREBY GIYEI1' t h a t  on-Wednesday, January 18, 1989, a t  the h o u r  of 7 : 3 0  
p.m., or  as soon thereaf te r  as the matter may be heard, the Lodi City Council 
will  conduct a pub1 i c  hearing t o  consider the Planning Commission's recommended 
a p p r o v a ?  of  the request of  Narc Siegel ,  c/o F i r s t  F ide l i ty  Realty Group t o  
amend the land use element of the Lodi General Plan by redesignating the parcel 
a t  2500 West Turner Road ( A P N  029-030-39, R . C . A .  Global) f r o m  R-C-P, 
Residential -Commercial -Professional t o  C-S, Commercial S h o p p i n g .  

Information regarding t h i s  i t em rnay'be-obtained i 
Development Director a t  2 2 1  West Pine S t r e e t ,  Lodi , 
persons are  invited tcJ present t h e i r  views a n d  comments on th i s  matter.  
Written siateinents m y  be f i l e d  with c h s  City Clerk a t  any time pr ior  t o  the 
hearing scheduled herein and oral  statements may be made a t  said hearing. 

I f  you challenge the subject  matter i n  cour t  you may be limited t o  ra i s ing  only 
those issues you or scmeone e l s e  raised a t  the public hearing described i n  t h i s  
not ice or  in wri t ten correspondence del ivered to - the-City-Clerk, 221 west Fine 
S t r e e t ,  L o d i ,  a t  3r pr ior  t o ,  the public hearing. 

By Order Of The Lod i  City Council: 

Alice M .  Reimche 
City Clerk 

Gated: l a n u s r y  4 ,  1989 

Approved a s  t o  form: 

City Attorney 

PH/5 
TXTA .02D 



ORDINANCE NO. 1445 

A h  O R D I N A N C E  O F  THE L O D I  CITY C O U N C I L  
AMENDING THE LAND USE ELEMENT OF THE LODI  GEI'jEKAL PLAN 

6Y REDESIGNATING THE P A R C E L  LCCATED AT 2500 WEST TURNER ROAD 
I A P N  029-030-39, R . C  .A. GLOBAL)  FROM OFFICE-INSTITUTIONAL TO COMMERCIAL 

BE IT O R D A I N E D  BY TiiE L O D I  CITY C O U N C I L  AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTIOR 1. The Land Use Element of the Lodi General Plan i s  hereby 

arnendecl by redesignating the parcel located a t  2500 West Turner Road 

APN 

SECTION 2 .  All ordinances a n d  parts o f  crdinances in  con f l i c t  

herewith a r e  repealed insofar  as  such c o n f l i c t  may e x i s t .  

his z' ordinance ne t 
News Sent inel" ,  a da i ly  newspaper of general c i r cu l a t ion  printed and 

published i n  t he  City of  Lodi and sha l l  be i n  force and t a k e  e f f e c t  

t h i r t y  days from and  a f t e r  i t s  passage a n d  approval. 

Approved this  day of 

I_ 

JAMES tl. P I N K E R T O N ,  JR. 
Fiayor 

At tes t :  

ALICE M .  R E I M C H E  
City Clerk 

-1- 



Sta te  of C a l i f o r n i a  
County o f  San J o a q u i n ,  ss .  

I ,  A l i c e  M.  Reimche, C i t y  C l e r k  o f  the C i t y  o f  L o d i ,  d o  h e r e b y  c e r t i f y  
t h a t  Ord inance  No. 
C i t y  Council of  the C i t y  o f  Lodi h e l d  
and was t h c l r e a f c e r  p a s s e d ,  a d o p t e d  and o r d e r e d  cc p r i n t  a t  a t - q L i i a r  
r n e p t ~ r i ~  c.f s ? i d  Cci;ilr:il he ld  by t h e  f o l i w i n g  \/ate-- 

was i n t r o d u c e d  a t  a r e g u l a r  m e e t i n g  o f  t h z  

Ayes : Council Members - 

Noes : Counc i l  Members - 

Absen t :  Coilncil  Members - 

I further c e r t i f y  t h a t  O r d i n a n c e  No. was a p p r o v e d  afid s i g n e d  by 
the Mayor on the d a t e  of i t s  p a s s a q e  and the same h a s  been  p u b l i s h e d  
p u r s u a n t  t o  law.  

At -ICE  M. REIYCHE _-  
City Clerk 

. -  . - - -_ I  

Approved a s  t o  Form 

El jBZi ’  Hi. f.icf$.TT 
C i t y  A t t o r n e y  

-2- 



C 0 U N C I L C 0 M M U N I C A T I 0 M 

10: THE CITY COUNCIL 
- .  

FROM: THE CITY MANAGERT OFFICE 
- . -- __________- 

SUBJECT: REQUESTS OF M R C  STEGAL FO2 At4 APISNDMENT TO THE LAEIU USE ELEMENT OF ';HE 
G E N E R A L  PLAN, A REZONING AI!D ENVIRONNENTAL CERTIFICATION 

I PI D I CATED ACT I dbl: That the Ci ty  Council conduct publ ic  hearings on the  
following request: of Marc S i ega l ,  c/o F i r s t  F ide l i ty  Realty Group: 

7 1. t o  anend the Land gse Element of the  Lodi General Plan by 
redesignating the  parcel  a t  2500 blest Turner Road (APN 
023-030-39, R.C.A .  Global ) from Off ice- Inst i  t u t i ona l  t o  

t o  rezone the parcel E t  2500 West Turner Road (APT! 
029-030-39, R.C.A.  Global) f r o m  R-C-P, Residpntia1-Commercial- 
Professicn31 t o  C - S ,  Commercial Shopp ing  Center. 

r c  

2 .  

3 .  t o  c e r t i f y  t h ?  f i l i n g  of a Negative Oeclaration by the 
Communi t y  Development Director  as adequzte environmental 
documentation on the  above pro jec t s .  

_- -  - -  . -  
The public hearings may be ccndiicted concurrently,  b u t  the  iteins must be acted cn 
b e p a r a t e l y  . 

of b u i l d i n g  area.  A t  the  Planning Cornmission public hearing the proronents 
ind ica ted  t h a t  the center  would be anchored w i t h  a 42,GOO square f o o t ,  
f u l l - s e r v i c e  hfeway and  a 19,000 square f o o t  Thr i f ty  Drug S tore .  A f n ? l  se rv ice  
supermarket i:, s imilar  t o  Fry 's ,  Raley 's  or the newest Lucky's i n  the  types o f  
dep2rtments within the market. 

A t  t h t 3  Pidnning Cornmission hearing the developer offered t o  a s s i s t  i n  pa;ing f o r  a 
t r a f f i c  s ignal  at the  major s t r e e t  i n t e r s ec t i on .  Presumably t h i s  saxe o T f e r  wil l  
be made a t  t he  Council hcz r ing .  

I f  the City Council appro'ies the r eques t s ,  the Pdblic ibrks Dexrtment  should be 
authorized t o  negotiate with the developer on t h e  arnount o f  scwer capaci ty  thst 
Mill be ava i lab le  t o  the cen te r  pending the completion o f  the  Whi te  Slough 
expansion. 

I f  the request  i s  denied, the  ex i s t i ng  Safeway Store on East Lodi Avenue w i l l  
s t i l l  c lose  because i t  cannot compete with the  l a r g e r ,  more modern markets b u i l t  
around the  Ci ty  i n  the l a s t  f ~ w  years .  A l t h o u g h  a sad s i t u a t i o n  fo r  the ea s t s i de ,  
a n  econon.ic f a c t  of l i f e  for  the  grocery chain. 

Cbihunity Development Director 

January 11, 1989 
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NOTICE OF PLjSLIC H E A R I N G  TO CONSIDER 
THE PLANNING CONMISSION'S R E C O N M E N D E D  APPROVAL 

C F  THE REQUEST O F  MARC S I E G E L ,  C / O  F I R S T  FIDELITY 2EALTY GROUP 
TO REZONE THE PARCEL AT 2500 WEST TURMER ROAD 

(APN 023-030-39, R . C . A .  G L O B A L )  

TO C-S, COMMERCIAL SHOPPING 
FROM R-C-P , R ES f. DENT I AL - COMNERC I A t  - P RO FESS I ONAL 

NOTICE I S  H E R E B Y  G I V E N  tha t  on luednesday, January 18, 1989, a t  tne hwr of 7 : 3 0  
p.n., o r  as soGn thereaf te r  as  the matter may be h e a r d ,  r;he Lodi City Council 
wili  conduct a public hearing t o  consider the Planning Commission's recommended 
approval of the request of Marc S iege l ,  c/o F i r s t  F ide l i ty  Realty Group t o  
rezone the parcel a t  2500 West Turner Road ( A P N  029-030-39, R . C . A .  Global) from 
R-C-P, Residentiai-Conmercial-Professional t o  C-S, Ccrcmercial Shopp ing .  

Information regarding th is  item may be obtained i n  the o f f i ce  o f  the Community 
Debelopment DirectGr a t  221  West Pine S t r e e t ,  L o d i ,  C a i i f ' o r n i a .  A f T  in terested 
persons a re  invited t o  present t h e i r  views and comments on t h i s  matter. 
Written stateiilentc may be f i l e d  with the City Clerk a t  any time pr io r -  t o  the 
hearing scheduled herein and oral statements may be iiiade a t  said hearing. 

I f  you challenge the subject matter f n  court  you may be limited t o  ra is ing on ly  
those jssues you or someone ~---*-cII e l s e  raised a t  the public hearing described in  t h i s  
not ice o r  i n  wri t ten correspondence de'livered t o  the C i t y  Clerk, 221 w e s t  Pine 
S t r e e t ,  L o d i ,  a t  or pr ior  t o ,  t h e  public hearing. 

4 

Alice M. Reimche 
City Clerk 

Dated: January 4 ,  1989 

PLpproved as t o  form: 

Eobby W .  Mcl\!at.t 
City Attorney 

PH/4 
TXTA. 02D 



ORDINANCE NO. 1446 

. -  

A N  CRDINANCE OF THE LGDI CITY COUNCIL 
4iV1ENDINS THE '3FFICIAL DISTRICT MAP OF THE CITY OF LODI 

A N D  T H E R i B i '  R E Z O N I N G  THE P A R C E L  LOCATED A T  2500 WEST T U R N E R  ROAD (APN 
029-620-39, R . C . A .  GLOBAL)  FROM R- C- P,  

RESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL-PROFESSIONAL TO C-S, CONMERCIAL SHOPPIBG 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The O f f i c i a l  Distr ict  Flap of t h e  C i t y  o f  Lodi a d o p t e d  by 

T i t l e  17 o f  the Lodi MijniciDaf Code i s  n e r e b y  amended by r e z o n i n g  t h e  

p a r c e l  l o c a t e d  a t  a t  2500 'riest Turner Road (APN 029-C30-39, P.C.A. 

C-P, R e s f d e n t i a l - C o m m e r c i a l -  

Commercial Shopping .  

The  a1 t e r a t i o n s ,  c h a n g e s ,  and m e n d m e n t s  o f  s a i d  O f f i c i a l  District Map 

of the  C i t y  of Lodi h e r e i c  s e t  f0r - r .h  hsve been  approved  by t he  C i t y  

P l a n n i n g  C o r m i s s i o n  and by t h e  C i t y  Cour ,c i l  o f  th is  C i t y  a f t e r  p u b l i c  

ons 

Munic ipa l  Code a n d  the laws  o i '  the ' i t a t e  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  d p p l i c a b l e  

t h e r e t o .  

SECTION 2.  A l l  o r d i n a n c e s  and p a r t s  o f  o r d i n a n c e s  i n  c o n f l i c t  

herewith a r e  r e p e a l e d  i n s o f a r  as  such c o n f l i c t  may e x i s t .  

SECTION 3 .  This o rd indnce  shall be  p u b l i s h e d  clne time i n  the "Lodi 

News S e n t i n e l " ,  a d a i ? y  newspaper  of g e n e r a l  c i r c u l a t i o r  p r i n t e d  and 

p u b l i s h e d  in the C i t y  c f  Lodi and s h a l l  be  i n  f o r c e  and t ake  e f f ec t  

t h i r t y  d a y s  from and a f t e r  i t s  p a s s a g e  and a p p r o v a l .  

-1- 
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"~ -Approved this 

JAMES W .  PINKERTON, JR. 
Playor 

,4 t t e s t : 

A L I C E  El. REIMCHE 
City Clerk 

S 
Counr;y of S a n  Joaquin, s s .  

I ,  
t h a t  Ordiriance No. 
City Council of the City o f  Lod i  h e l d  
and was t h e r ea f t e r  passed ,  adGpted and ordered t o  p r i n t  a t  a reglilar 
meeting of. .said,,Counci 1 he1 d 

, City Clerk of the City of Lod i ,  do her 
was introduced a t  a regu la r  treeting o f  the 

by the following -vote: 

Ayes : Counci? biembers - 

Absent : Council Members - 

~ Abs t a i  n : Council Members - 

I I further c e r t i f y  t h a t  Ordinance No. 
the Mayor on the da t e  of Sts passage and the  same has been published 
pursuant t o  law. 

was a p p r o v e d  a n d  signed by 

Approved as t o  Form 

BOBBY W .  McNATT 
City Attorney 

ORD1346/TXTA.OlV 

n 

A L I C E  M. R E I Y C H E  
C i t y  C 1  erk 

i 

- L-  



C O U N C I L  C C M M U N I  C A T I O N  

TO : THE CITY L O U N C I L  C O U N C I L  MEETING DATE: JANUARY 18, 1989 

FROM i THE CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE 

SUBJECT: REQUESTS OF MARC S I E G A L  FOR AN AMENDMEMT TO THE LAP!D USE ELEKENT OF THE 
G E N E R A L  P L A N ,  A R E Z O N I N G  A N D  ENVIRONKENTAL CERTIFICATION 

I d D I C A T E D  ACTION:  T h a t  the Ci ty  Council conduct pcb l i c  hearings on the 
following requests  o f  Marc S i e g a l ,  c / o  First F i d e l i t y  Realty Group: 

1. t o  amend the  Land Use E?eqent of the Lodi General Plan by 
redes ignat ing the  parcel  a t  2500 blest Turner Road ( A F N  
029-031-39, R. C . A .  Global ) from Off ice-  I n s  t i  t u t i o n a l  t o  
Commercial. 

2 .  t o  rezone the parcel  a t  2500 West Turner Road (APN 
029-030-39, R . C . A .  Global)  f r o %  R - C - P ,  Residential-Cornmercial- 
Profess ional  t o  C-S, Commercial Shopping Center.  

3 .  t o  c e r t i f y  the  f i l i n g  of a Negative Declara t ion by the 
Community Developn!ent Di rec to r  a s  adequate environmental 
documentation on the above p r o j e c t s .  

x^_l-_ ~ _ _  *---- -- _ - I  

The publ ic  hearings may be conducted concur ren t ly ,  but t h e  items m u s t  be acted on 
separa te'ly . 
BACKGROUND I N FCRKATION 

of bu i ld ing  a rea .  A t  t h e  Planning Commission pub l i c  hearing the proponents 
indicated t h a t  the centc>?- k/ni , id  be a n c h o r e d  with a 42,000 square f o o t ,  
f u l l - s e r v i c e  Safeway a n d  a 19,000 square  f o o t  T h r j f t y  Drug S to re .  A f u l l  s e r v i c e  
supermarket i s  s i m i l a r  t o  F r y ' s ,  Ra ley ' s  o r  the  newest Lucky's i n  the types of 
departments within the market. 

A t  the  Planning Commission hearing t h e  developer o f fe red  t o  ass is t  i n  paying f o r  a 
t r a f f i c  s igna l  a t  the  major s t r e e t  i n t e r s e c t i o n .  ?resumably t h i s  same o f f e r  wi17 
be made a t  the  Council hear ing.  

I f  the Ci ty  Council approves the  r e q u e s t s ,  the  Publ ic  Works Department should be 
author ized t o  neao t i a te  w i t h  t he  developer on t h e  amount of sewer capac i ty  t h a t  
w i l l  be a v a i l a b l e  t o  the  c e n t e r  pending t h e  completi(sn of  the White Slough 
expansion. 

I f  the  request  i s  denied,  the e x i s t i n g  Safeway S t o r e  on  East Lodi Avenue w i l l  
s t i l l  c l o s e  because i t  cannot compete with the l a r g e r ,  more modern markets b u i l t  
around the Ci ty  i n  the  l a s t  few years .  Although a sad s i t u a t i o n  f o r  the  eastside, 
a n  economic f a c t  of l i f e  f o r  the  grocery chain .  

C k d m u n i  t y  Development Di rec to r  

January 11, 1989 
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N O T I C E  OF P U B L I C  HEARING TO COPISIDER 

THE F I L I N G  OF A N E G A T I V E  D E C L A R A T I O N  
BY ?HE COMMUEIITY DEVELGPME?!T D I R E C T O R  AS 

ACEQUATE EN!, I RONMENTAL L)OCUMiP!TATIOH 

THE PLAPiNING COMMISSION'S RECOMMENDATiON TO CERTIFY 

NOTiCF IS  H E R E B Y  G I V E N  t h a t  on Wednesday, January l g j  1?3Q, a t  the hour  . ~ f  7:30 
p-m., or 2s soon thereafter a s  the rriatter may be heard, erie Lodi Ci ty  Council 
w i l l  conduct a public hearing t o  consider the Planning Conmission's 
recomendaLion t o  ce r t i fy  the f i l i n g  of a negative declaration by the Corcmunity 
Development Director as  adequate environmental documentation on the following 
projects : ~ 1- -, ~ 

1. Prcposed amendment of the Land Use Element of the Lodi General P l an  by 
redesignating the parcel a t  2500 West Turner Road 

. Global} from Office-Institutional t o  Commercial. 

2 .  Propcsed rezoning cf the parcel a c  2500 West Turner Road (APN 029-030-39, 
R.C.A.  S l o b a l )  from R - C - P ,  Residential-Comnercial-?rofessional t o  C-S, 
Comerci a 1 S h o p  pi ng . 

Information regarding th is  item may be obtained i n  the office of the Community 
Development Director a t  221 West Pine S t ree t ,  t o d i ,  California. All interested 
persons are invited t o  present the i r  views and comments on t h i s  matter. 
Written statenents may be f i l e d  w i t h  the C i t y  Clerk a t  any time p r i o r  t 
h e a r i n g  scheduled herein and  oral statements may be made a t  said hearing. 

By Order Of The Lodi C i t y  Counci 7 : 

Alice M .  Reimche 
Ci ty  Clerk 

Dated: January 4 ,  1989 

Approved as  t o  form: 

E2-J LbkLb&-- 
Bobby \.I. McNatt 
Ci ty  Attorney 

PH/6 
TXTA. 02D 
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EXPA~NDED m I m L  STUDY 
FOR THE 

WINEPRESS CENTER 

. .  ,,.. . ...,... -. . . ,  

Sub iii i t t e d to : 

City of Lodi 

Subinittcd by: 

E LP Associates 
L i  I i Street 

Sacrnmento, CA 95813 

October 30,1988 
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1. Introductior, 

The project applicant. Mark Siegal, First Fidelipj Realty Group, proposes to 
construct 116,960 square foot sho ping center cn 9.61 acres at the corner of Turner 
and Lower Sacramento Roads. 8onstruction of the shopping center will require a 
G.,neral Plan hmendment and Rezoning as the project site is currently zoned for 
office and professional uses. 

WOW' TO USE THIS REPORT 
, 

This re ort includes fiv 
Study F -hecklist, Enviro 

The Project Description secti 
discussion of necessary pe 
drawings of the proposed project. 

The Summary of Findinp section of this report presents an overview of the results 
and conciusions of th 
discussion of potentia 
the Citj in determinin 

out by EIP Associates based on the resuits of our field reconnaissance and research 
during re pi? rt p re pa r 3 t io n. 

The Environmental Analysis section presents a topic-by-topic evaluation of the 
red prcject based on issues identified as potentially significant in the Initial 

!:z$;khecklist.. The results of field visits, data collection and review, and agency 
contacts are presented in textual form, with topics organized to follow the Initial 
Study listing which precedes this section. 

The Appendices section will inciudz the technical data used in compiling the Initial 
Study, where appropriate. 

1-1 
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2. Project Descriptior, 

2. PROJECTDESCRIPTION 

PROJECT LOCATIQN 

The Winepress Shoppirig Center parcel is located in northwestern Lodi. The project 
site Is bordcred by Turner Road on the nortii, Lower Sacramento Road c;n the easr, 
and by the City/County line on the west and south (Figure 2-2). 

The parcel is currently used for agricultural uses (vineyards and row crops) and the 
RCA office building. The adjacnt  land uses include agricultural, residential and the 
Woodlake Plaza Shopping Center on the northeast corner of Turner and North 
Lower Sacramento Roads. 

center. 

Construction oft 

I n  order to develop the site as pro osed: the applicant niusi receive a variety of 
approvals from the City of Lodi. i? he current designations for the site nllovi for 
professional office uses. Therefore, a Rezoning and General Plan Amendment will 
be required fdr project approval. 
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ARE.4 MAP FIGURE 2-1 
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SITE LOCATION MAP FIGURE 2-2 
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SITE PLAN FIGURE 2-3 

Winepress Shopping Center 

Conceptual Site Plan 

LEGEND 

9.61 acre5 

1 i6 ,W sf 

21.9 

58155 
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3. Surnrnary of Findings 

AREAS OF POTENTIAL IMPACT 

The arJeas of potential impact were identified fol10v;i~g review of the Initial Study, 
rev;'e\v of thz site plan and available technical data, contacts with concerned agencies 
and several site visits. The areas of concern were identified as: 

-- 

Erosion 
Air Quality 
Drainage 
Preemption of agricultural land 
Noise 

Access and circulation 
Provision of public services 

DETZR.iMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The following fist briefly summarizes the results of the evaluations performed for the 
siie. 

Tncrensed Noise Levels 

Construction related to noise will bc experienced in the prqect neighborhood during 
the construction phase of the project, however these noise levels should not be 
significant. The noise levels in  the area after construction will primarily be a fmction 
oi vehicle traffic. These future noise levels (existing plus cumulative area buildout) 
will increase substantially. However, the project itself will not contribute significantly 
to these noise levels. Consideration should be given to future Ievels when designing 
the structures on-site in order t 

-- 

-- 

1 - ts of cumulative area build 

i 
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3. Summary of Findings 

Incrensed Air Pollution 

The project will result in a small, incremental increase in regional air pollution. 
Although future cumdative air quaIity is expected to generally decline, ihe project 
does not represent a significant percentage of this problem. 

Changes in Planned Land Uses 

The chmge from office and professional to shopping center use win not significantly 
affect future land uses in the area. The provision of shopping facilities in an area 
currently with few such projects will serve to minimize vehicle trips to other areas of 
Lodi. There i s  no inherent incompatibility in the proposed use with surrounding 
uses. Nightlighting is 
which could be consid 

nt in Lodi requires the conversion of prime 
within the City limits and designated for 

e only potential effect of the project on neighboring u 
d a conflict and can be easily mitigated by landscaping 

Erosion, drainage and provision of public service5 were found to have no impact and 
require no mitigation. 

Conclusion 
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4. Initial Study Checklist 

- .  

4. INITUL STUDY CHECKLIST 

INTRODUCTION 

In determining if this project may have a signifi 
primary and secondary effect of the following PO 

identify areas of concern Environ 

3) presents the resuits of the Enviro 
issues identified in the Initial Study Checklist. 

s made as to whether the project would g 
ecMist was completed before the 

discussed in Chapter 5 - A nviromne 

881.58 
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4. initial Study Checklist 

1. Background 

1. Name of Proponent Mark SierzaI 

2. Address and Phone r\jumbe:r nf Prnnnnent - 

If. Environmentnl Impacts 

(Explanations of a11 "yes" and "rnaybe ' answers required on attached sheets) 

1. Earth. Will the proposal result in: 

b. 

C. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

SSISS 

Disruptions, displxements, compaction o r  
overcovering of the soil? X 

Change in topography or ground surface relief 
features? 

The destruction, covering or modification 
of any unique geologic or physical features? 

Any increase in wind or water erosion of 
soils, either on or off the site:' 

sands, or changes in siltation, deposition 
or erosion which may modify the channel of 
a river or stream or the bed of the. ocean or 

- 

- 
eposition or erosion of beach 

- 

- -  
X - -  
X - -  

x --  

x - -  



2. 

3. 

g. Exposure of peopie or property to geologic 
hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, mud- 
slides, ground failure, o - similar hazards'? 

Air. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Substantial air einissions or deterioration 
of ambient air quality 

The creation of objectionable odors? 

Alteration of air movement, moisture or 
temperature, or any change in climate, 
either locally or regionally? 

b. 

c. 

Water. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Changes in currents, or the course or direction 
of water movements, in either marine or fresh 
waters? 

b. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns 
or the rate and amount of surface water rrmoff? 

Alterations to the course or flow G E  flood waters? c. 

d. chan e ir! the amount of surface water in any water 
body. F 

- - -  Yes Mavbe No 

x - - -  

X I - - -  
! 

X 

x 
- - -  

f. Alteration of the direction or rate of ground waters? - - __ 

g. Change in quantity of ground waters, either through 
direct additions or withdrawals, or through intercep- 

the amount of water other- x - - -  wise available for public water supplies? 

Exposure of people or property to water related 
hazards such as flooding or tidal waves? 

i. - - -  X ! 

4. Plant Life. Will the proposal resuIt in: 

SS158 

a. Change in the diversity of species, or number 
of any species of plants (including trees, 

X shrubs, grass, crops, and aquatic pIants? - - -  

4-3 



.- 

- N O  

x 

x -- 

Mavbe 

- 

- 

b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare 
or endangered species of plants'? 

c. Introduction of new species of plants into an 
area, or in a barrier to the normal replenish- 
ment of existing species? 

d. Reduction i reage of any agricultural crop? 
Animal Life. Will the proposed result in: 

a. Change in the diversity of sTJecies, or numbers 
of any species of animals (??irds, land animals 
including reptiIes, fish aild shellfish, benthic 

5. 

ers of any unique, rare or 

c. Introduction of new species of animals into an 
area, or result in a barrier to the migration 
or movement of animals? - 

X 

X 

d. Deterioration to existing fish or wiIdlife habitat? 

6. Noise. Will 

a. Increases in existing ncise levels? 

I .  

X - - light or glare'! 

Land Use. Will the proposal: Result in a substan- 
tial alteration of the present or planned land use 
of an area? 

- 

- 

8. 

X 
9. Natural Resources. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Increase in the rate of use of any natural 
resources? x - -- 

b. Possible interference with an emergency response 
plan or an emergency evacuation plan? - x - -  

Population. Will the proposal alter the location, 
distribution, density, or growth rate of the human 
population of an area? 

11. 

X 
I _ -  - 
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-- 

-- Yes _c_ Mavbe - No 

12. Housi g. WiII th  proposal affect existin 
or create a dernznd for additional housin 

h o u s i n g  
7 

13. Transportation/Circuiation. Wil! the proposal 
result in: 

a. Generation of substantial additional vehicular 
movement? 

Effects on existing parking facilities, or 
demand for new parking'! 

b. 

c. Substantial impact upon existing transportation 
system? 

terations to present patterns of circulation 
movement of people and/or goods? 

e. 

f. 

Alteration :o waterborne, rail or 3ir traffic'? 

Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, 
bicyclists or pedestrians? 

X - - -  

X - - - 

14. Public Services. WiIl the proposai have an effect 
upon, o r  result in a need for new or altered govern- 
mentai services in any of the foIIowir,g areas: 

- -  c. Schools? 

d. - - -  Parks or other recreational faciIities? 

e. Maintenance of public facilities, including 
roads? 

+her governmental services? 

15. Energy. Will the proposal result in: 

a. 

b. 

lJse of substantial aniounts of fuel or energy? 

Substantial increase in demand upor! existing 
sources of enerL7, or require the development 
of new sources of energy'! 

- 

x - - -  
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Yes Mavbe No -- - - 

16. Utilities. WiIl the proposal result in a need foi 
new systems, or substantial alterations to the 
foliowing utilities? - -  - 

- -  a. Power or natural gas? 

b. Communications systems? - -  
ater 

. -., - -  d. Sewer or septic tanks? 

e. Storm water drainage? x - -  
f. Solid waste and disposal? 

Human Health. Will the proposal resuIt in: 17. 

a. Creation of any health hazard or potential 
health hazard (exciuding mental health)? - -  

b. Exposuie of people to potential health hazards'? - -  
18. Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in the obstmc- 

tion of any scenic vista or view open to the public, 
or will the proposal result in the creation of an 
aesthetically offensive site open to the public new? -- X 

a1 result in an impact 
of existing recreational 

opportunities? -- - 
20. Cultural Resources: 

a. WiIl the proposal result in the alteation of 
or the destruction of ri prehistoric or historic 

Will the proposal result in adverse physical or 
aesthetic effects to a prehistoric or historic 

archaeological sire':' - -  

building, structure, or object? - -  

-- 

b. 
- 

x - 

X - 

c. Does the propc: '1 have the potential to cause 
a physical change which would affect unique 

Will the proposal restrict existing religious 

X ethnic cuIturaI values? - - -- 

or sacred uses within the potential impact area? 
. 

X 
- - I _ _  
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Yes Mavbe No -.- - 

- _  21. Mandatory Findings of Significance: 

a. 
,- 

-I 

b. 

C. 

.. 

-. d. 

Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or w’Idlife population to drop below 
self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the number or  

Does the project have the potential to achieve 
short- term, to the disadvantage of long-term, 
environmental goals? (A shcrt-term impact on the 
environment is cne which occurs ir, a relativejy 
brief, definitive period of time while long-term 

Does the project have inpacts which are indiv- 
idually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(A project may inipact on two or more separate 
resources where the impact on each resource is 
relatively small, but where the effect of the 
total of those impacts OD. the environment is 
significant). 

X impacts will endure well into the future.) - -  

X - - -  
Does the project have en 

cau 
ings 



5. Environmental Evrllustion 

5. E l W R O l T &  EVAL UA TION 

I8TRODUCTION 

The following environmental analysis is based on review of the proposed site pIan 
maps, contacts with responsible agencies, review of jiteratuie pertinent 10 the site 

d bY plementation, and the resuits 

The text is organized in the same order as the City of Lodi checkIist. Foi those issues 
that require an understanding of the ex&ting conditions on the site, a brief summary 
paratgraph is provided. It should be noted that the checkhst was filled out before the 
fdlowing ixtalysis. Therefore. the foHowing Serves te analyze the relative 
significance of the impact. 

D I  UD 
AS NEEDING FURTHER EVALUATfOS 

1. EARTH 

b. Disruptions 

e. Wind or Water Eiosion 

t construction, any areas of soil 
ventmossion and enhance aesthetics 
orm drain system and be conveyed to Lodi Lake. 

As discussed in Appendix A-Air Quality Aiialysis, the general trend in the Lodi area 
is towrds  a gradual cuniulative decline in regional air quality. Traffic related to the 
project will represent a minor and increniental decrease of overall regional air 
quality. So, although the project does not conflict with any policies contained in the 
San Joaquin County Air Quality Management Plan, overall growth in the Lodi area 
mzy result in exceedenci of Plan goals. 

SS 1 SS 
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5. Environmenicll Evslucltion 

Construction related impacts would consist primarily of dust during site preparation 
activities. Watering of the site will reduce this impact by approximately 5i; percent. 
Regular use of tarpaitlins on haul trucks and daiIjl cizanup of street mud and dust at 
the project site will furtfiei- reduce impacts. 

WATER .I 

3.  

Following projecr cGnstiuction2 most of the site \viil be covered with impervious 
surfacing. As the parcel is currently in agricuItura1 uses, very littie runoff drains from 
the psrcel. The increase in impervious surfacing will result in an increase in 
stormwater runoff. However, the i)arcel w-il not generate sufficient quantities of 
runoff to exceed the capacity of detention basins serving the site. 

4. PLANTLiFE 

d. Reduction in Acreage 

The project site is currently used for agricultural vineyard and row crops. ‘The use uf 
:he site for coninierciai uses will preclude further agricultural use of the site. The 
project is located within City boundaries and is designated for urban uses. The 
preemption of agricultural soils by City development has been addressed in previous 
planning documents and environmental re  * 

6. NOISE 

Scise levels in the project vicinity are primarily a function of vehicle noise. Appendix 
B presents a throuGh discussim of existing and projected noise ieliels near the project 
site. The conclusion of this analysis was that the project itself will not generate 
significant operational noise levels, that project related traffic will generate a minor 
increment to area noise levels and that cumulative volumes of traffic resulting from 
bUi lc iGUt  in Lodi will increase noise levels substantialIy. It was determined that the 
project building design and construction will need to anticipate these future noise 
volumes by implementing appropriate insulation and design f(:atures (i.e., windows 
oriented away from area roadways where feasible). Table 5-1 presents a general 
overview of noise levels 2nd their effects on human beings. 

Construction related noise will be an unavoidable but short term result of the project. 

7. LIGHT AND GLARE 

The project will require ilight lighting. The configuration of the development wvili 
result in landscaped buffers along tbz west and south property lines, where the truck 

5-2 
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5. Environmental Evaluation 

TABLE 5-1 

WEIGMTED SOUND LEVELS AND HUMAN RESPONSE 

SOUND SOURCE d B f 4  RESPONSE CRITERIA 

Carrier Deck Jet Operation 

Jet Takeoff (200 feet) 
Discotheaue 
Auto Hoin (3 feet) 
Riveting Machine 

Jet Takeoff (2,000 feet) 
Shout (0.5) 
N.Y. Subway Station 

Heavy Truck (50 feet) 
Pneumatic Drill (50 feet) 

150 
140 
130 

130 
120 
120 
110 

100 
100 
100 

90 
90 

Freight Train (50 feet) 
Freeway Traffic (50 feet) 

Air Conditioning Unit 20 feet) 
Light Auto Traffic (50 I. eet) 

Living Room 
Bedroom 
Library 

Soft Whisper 15 feet) 
Broadcasting 8 tudio 

80 

70 
70 

60 
60 

5 is 
40 
40 
40 

30 
20 

Painfully Loud 
Painfully L G U ~  
Limit AmpIified Speech 

Maximum Vocal Effort 
Maximum Vocal Effort 
Maximum Vocal Effort 
Maximum Vocal Effort 

Very hncying 
Very .4moying 
Very Annoying 

Hearing Daniage 
Hearing Damage 

Annoying 

Telephone Use Eifficult 
Telephone use Difficult 

Intrusive 
Intrusive 

Quiet 
Quiet 
Quiet 
Quiet 

Very Quiet 
Very Qciet 

Just Audible 

Threshold of Hearing 

10 

0 

Typical A-Weighted sound levels taken with a sound-lcvel meter and eqressed as 
decibels 011 the scale. The "A" scaIe approximates the frequency of the human ear. 

Source: U.S. Council on Environmental Quality 1979. 
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loading and unioading areas will be located. These areas couid require night lighting 
if after-hour deliveries to the loading docks are to occur. 

Parking areas in the center of the project will also be screened fron; Turner Road 
and Lower Sacramento Road by landscaping and buildings. In both cases, loading 
and parking areas, the installation of lighting fixtures which focus the light source 
onto the x c z  of activity and away from surrounding areas should be required. 
Attention to detail in the design review process will be sufficient to preclude the 
creation of glare on properties to the west and south which will ultimately be 
developed in residential uses. 

8. LAXDUSES 

The City of Lodi General Pian currently desigmtes the project site 3s Professional 
senis a Office. The conversion of the parcel to Shopping Cent 

departure from the original land use contemplated for the ar he land 
directly opposite the site, a t  Woodhaven Lane and Turner Road, is a conmercial 
shopping center. Together these two parcels, along with a small area at Turner Road 
and RutIedge Drive, constitute the only shopping center uses west of Ham Lane and 
north of Lodi Avenue. Development of this area in shopping uses will serve the 
northwestern section of Lodi and Woodbridgz and minimize cross toun commuting 
for essential services. The land use itself is not in compatible with existing or 
proposed uses assuming that it is appropriately designed and landscaped. 

13. TRAPSPORT IRCULATION 

Figure 2-2 in the Project Description provides a map showing the location of the 
jjroposed roject. Acccss to the project site is planned to be provided via Turner 
Road and p. ower Sacramento Road. The critical intersections analyzed in this report 
were determined from discussions with the City of Lodi staff. These intersections are 
listed below: 

% 
i 
f 
H 
B 

Turner Read and north Lower Sacramento Road 
Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven k n r :  
Woodhaven kine and Eilers Lane 
Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Street 
Lower Sacranienio Road and West Loui Avenue/Sargent Road 

Lower Sacramento Road is a two-lane roadway connecting Lodi to the City of 
Stockton to the south and to the City of Galt to the north. Turner Road. Elm Street, 
and Lodi Avenue are major east/west collectors going through the City of Lodi. In 
!he vicinity of the project site, Turner Road has two lanes. The ir;tt.rsection of 
Turner Road and north Lower Sacramento Road is sigrialized. 

YYoodhaven Lane is a two-lane street that extenas north from Turner road ro about 
one hundred feet north of Eilers Lane where it dead ends. A bridge is plitnned to be 
constructed over the Woodbridrre Irrigation Canal in thc near future which will 
connect Woodhaven Lane with chestnut Street in Woodbridge. The intersection of 
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Woodhaven h n e  and H e r s  Lane was assumed to be controlled by a STOP-sign on 
Eilers Lane at Woodhaven Lane after the construction of this bridge. 

West Elin Street IS 3 t\+o-lane roadway which is wide enougri to accoinn;odati: four 
lanes. This road is controlled by ;1 STOP-sign at its intersection with Lower 
Sacramento Road. The intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm 
Street meets the traffic signal warrants at the present time and is number five or? the 
list of the intersections waiting to be signalized in Lodi. 

The intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue;'Sargent Road 
also nee ts  the traffic signal warxnts and it is number two on the prio:ity list of the 
intersections to be signalized. This intersection is currently controlled by STOP-signs 
on aIi four approaches. 

P.M. peak hour  turning movement counts were conducted by TJKM ii1 July 1987 at 
the  intersections of Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane, 
Lower Sacramento Road 2nd West Elm Street, and Lower Sacramento Road arid 
West Lodi AvenuelSargent Rcad. To update these counts, appropriate growth rates 
were applied. The turning movement counts for the remaising interseaions were 
obtained from the City of Lodi. 

' 

To analyze the signaIized and four-way STOP-sign-controlled intersections, the 
critical movement summation method of capacity analysis was used. Tnis method 
involves consideration of "critical" (or high volume) conflicting movements and is 
based on information froin a number of sources including Higlrrvrry Cqxciry Akfmzzd, 
Special Report 209, Transportation Research B 

The volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indic eve1 ofsenice (LOS) at 
which an intersection is oper2:ing. The LOS classification system is a scale which 
ranks street, highway, and intersection operations Sased on the 2rnount of traffic and 
traffic operations. A complete description of the system is included in the Hig/zway 
Capaciy lZlnizitaZ (special Report 209) Highway Research Board, 19S5. Briefly, the 
level of service ranking system is 3 scale with a range of A through F (See Table 5-2). 
Level A represents free Flow conditions znd level F represents jamnird  c: capacity 
conditions. The relntionship of V/C ratio to leve given in Tabit: 5-2. 

For the existing conditiofis, the intersection of mento Road and West 
Elm Street was analyzed using the unsignalizsd method of capacity analysis. This 
analysis utilizes ;1 computer program written by the Institute of Transportation 
Studies at the University of California, Berkeley, and is in accordance nith the 19S5 
€4 ighway Ca p x  i ty iLI n n L! a 1. 

Table 5-3 shows the existing P.M. peak hoiir traffic: conditions ; : t  the study 
intersections. Also, shown on this table art: the projected lcvets of scrt.-ict. ;it these 
iiitersections after tht: c:)r:strlicrion of the Chestnut bridge over the IY'oodbridge 
Irrigation Canal. I t  w;1s projected tha t  approximately 400 cars would use this bridge 
to travel to and from ji'oodbridge during the P.M. peak hour. The intersections of 
Lower Sacramento Roncf and West Elm Street, ar.d Lower Sacramento Road and 
West Lodi AvenueiSargen! fioac! are presently operating at unacceptable levels-of 
service. These interseciions nieet the traffic signal warrant criteria and are on the 
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- TA4BLE 5-2 
LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR URBAN AND SUBURBAN ARTERIAL STREETS 

LEVEL 
I OF DESCRIPTJON 

VOLUME 
TO 

CAPACITY 
SERVICE RATIO* 

A Free flow. Very slight or no delay. If signalized, conditions are such that 
no approach phase is fully utilized by traffic and no vehicle waits longer 

O.OC4.60. 

€3 Stabie Aow. Slight delay. If signalized, an occasional approach phase 
is fully utilized. Vehicle platoons are formed. Many drisrers begin to feel 
somewhat restricted within grcups of vehicles This lev& is suitable 
operation for rural design purposes. 

C.610.70 

C Stable flow. Acceptable delay. If signalied a few drivers arriving at 
the end of a queue may occasionally have to waa through one signal cyde. 
Back-ups may devetop behind turning vehdes. Most drivers feel soine- 

0.71-0.sa 

ctecl. 

D Approaching unstable flow. Tolerable delay. Deiays may be substantial 
during short periods, but excessive back-ups do not occur. Maneuver- 
ability is severely limited during short periods due to temporary back- 
ups. 

0.81 0.50 

stable flow. lntollerable delay. 0.91 -1.00 
nal cycles. There are typically 1 

ups!ream of the intersection. 

Varies' F Forced fiow. Excessive delay. Intersection operates below czpacity. 
Jammed conditions. Back-ups from other tocatlons restrict or prevent 
movemeni. Volumes may vary widely, depending principally on the 
downstream back-up conditions. 

References: Highway Capacity Manual, Special Report No. 209, Transportation Fiesearoh Eoard, 
1985. 
Highway C2Pacip Manual, Special Report No. 87, Highway Research Zmrd, 1965. 
TJKM. 

' In general, voiume-to-capacity (V/C) ratios cannot be greater than 1.00, unless the lane 
capacity assumptions are too low. Also, if future demand projections are considered for 
analytical purposes. a ratio greater than 1.00 might be obtained, indicating that the projected 
demand would exceed the capacity. 
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5. Environmental Eva:urttion 
- 

City's priority list to be signalized. Conditions a t  these intersection will imprave to 
acceptable levels when they 3re signalized. 

a. Generation 

To determine the inipacts of the proposed Winepress Shopping Center, a trip 
generation analysis was performed for this project. The trips generated by this 
development were then distributed and assigned onto the surroundlng streets. 

The trip generation rates for rhis srudy were obtained from 
Transpoitation Engineers (ITE). Trip Geirerntion, fourth Edition, 19 

According to Trip Generation, approximately 40 percent of the trips generated by a 
shopping center of this size involve vehicles passing by on their way to another 
destination. These "pass-by" trips C O I ~  directly from the traffic stream passing the 
development on the adjacent street system. The amount of "pass-by" trips estimated 
to enter and exit a shoo ing center does not affect the driveway volumes but does 
affect the amount of irat IC  added to the adjacent street system. 

Table 5-4 shows the number of new and "pass-by' tiips generated by the proposed 
Winepress Shopping Center. AIso shown on this table is the number of trips 
generated by the existing designation for the project site. It can be seen from this 
tab!e that, when compared to the. existing designation, the proposed project would 
generate 3,324 additional new trips per day. with 188 additional new trips during the 
P.M. peak hour. 

A :rip distribution pattern based on likely origins arid destinations for trips both 
leaving and entering the site was developed for the proposed project. 'Table 5-5 
shows this distribution pattern. Based on the percentages shown on this table, the 
traffic senerated by the project was distributed and assigned on to the street system. 

A..[ 

TABLE 5-5 

TRIP DISTRIBUTION PATTERN 

North Sour11 East West 

20 35 3 0 15 

To evaILiatr the impacts of this proposed Winepress Shopping Center, a P.lM. peak 
hour analysis was performed for the interscctioix of Turner Road and north Lower 
Sacramento Road, Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/Woodhaven Lane, 
Woodhaven Lane arid Eiiers Lane, Lower Sacramcnto and West Elm Street, and 
Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Snrgerit Road. This analysis 
included determination of levels of service for existing, misting plus project and 
ciiniLil,itiw plus piojwt conditiom. 
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5. Environrnentni Evaluation 

Results of the intersection capacity ?!ialysis for this study are shown on Tzble 5-6. 
The existing and cumulat’w traffic volumes art: shown in Figure 5-1. The turning 
movenent volurnes at :h i  Ludy intersections art: shown on Figures 5-2 and 5-3. 

It can  be seen from Table 5-6 that the jnrcrsections of Lower Sacramento Road n-ith 
West Elm Street, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenur/SarSent 
Road are operating at anacceptable L.eve1 of Service D under the existing conditions 
with or without the proposed project. I t  can also he seen from this tahfe that the 
proposed project would not have significant-irnpact on the study intersections. 

To evaluate the need for a traffic signal at the intersections of Turner Road and 
Lower Sacramento Rond/Woadhavcn Lane and Woodhaven Lane and Eifers Lane a 
signal warram anzlysis was performed. The results of this analysis is shown on 

TABLE 5-7 

SIGNAL RANT ANALYSIS 

Exsting Existing + Cumulative+ 
Cc iditians Project 
W/Ch c st n u i FYEiis t n u t W/Ches t nu t 

Intersection 
Bridge 
Wa rr a n t 

Bridge 
Warrant 

Bridge 
Warrant - 

Turner & Lower No N 0 
Sacrarnento/Wood haven 

?!<-I ?i (1 N O  

Notes: Ycs = Mcets warrant  
NO .-: floes ; lot  rilcet warrant 

The intersections of Lowcr Sacramrrito Road and West Elm Street, a i d  Lower 
Sacmnento Road ant! West I..odi Avcnue/’S;trgent Road are presently operating a: 
unacceptable levels of aeniicc. Ttxsc intersections meet the traffic signal warrant 
criteria and are an the city’s priority list to be signalized. Conditians at these 
intersection will irnpravc to acccpaD!e levels when tficy are signalized. 

It e noted t h a t  ;iccortfing to the Spec;ijc Plan fo r  the City of Lodi, Lowcr 
Sacramento Road is p1aiint.d to be a divided rortcfwnv witli raised medinti in front of 
the project site. The Specific Plan u.ould need to be revised to :dlotu fat mcdian 
opcnings for the project access poin?s. 

5-10 
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TABLE 5-6 

SUMMARY OF CAPACITY ANALYSIS P.M. PEAK HOUR 

I EXISTING CONDITION EXISTING + PROJECT CUMULATIVE + P~OJECT 
W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE VJ/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE 

- LQS - LOS u INTERS ECTIl-i - LOS !E i -  
R n F;? R D 0.86 



PM PEAK-HOUR TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
W/CHESTNUT BRIDGE FIGURE 5-1 
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PM P E G  HOUR TURNING MOVEMENTS 
W/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE 
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PM PEAK HOUR TURNING MOVEMENTS 
tV/ CHESTNUT BRIDGE FIGURE 5-3 
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5. Environmental Evilustion 
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In addition, as prtrt of the Specific Plan. frontage roads are proposed on the east 3nd 
west sides of Lower Sacramento Road. It  is recommended that the west frontage 
road end at a cul-dc-sac prior to reaching [tie project site. 

There are no mitigation rheasures recommended due to the proposed project. 

b. Parking 

T3e project proponent intends to construct 476 parking spaces. This exceeds the 
zoning requirement of 456 spaces and wili adequately serve the needs of the 
development. 

C. Transportation System 

The projected futw-e traffic volume used for this study were obtained from ?he City 
of Lodi Transportation Modei developed by TJKM. This model was prepared by 
3 aeneratinp future daily traffic volumes for the City of Lodi study using the ur 
transportation package for microcomputers (MINUTP). The future land nses 
assumed in the city-wde traffic study were the build-out of area within the existing 
city liizits and estimates of possib!e development in the General Plan boundaries 
around the city. 

The proposed Winepress Shopping Center was also included in the City of Lcdi 
Transportation Modei. Therefore, the voiumes obtained from this model were used 
to analyze the cumulative plus project traffic conditions. The p.m. peak hcur turning 
movement voIurnes were estimated to be 10 percent of the daily traffic volumes. In 
addition, since the Chestnut Bridge is planned to be constructed in the near future, 
the cumulative analysis was performed with this bridge. 

Ufides the cumulative pius project conditions the intersections of Turner Road and 
north Lower Sacramento Road, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi 
Avenue/Sargent road would be operating at Level of Service D. It should be noted 
that this LOS urou!Ct occur even without the proposed project. 

As c3n be seen from Table 5-7, the intersection of Turner Road and Lower 
Sacramento RoadiWoodhaven Lane would meet the trafiic signal warrant criteria 
under the cumulative plus project conditions. 

The following mitigation measures would be required to mitigate traffic conditions 
occurring after the build-out of the study area, and are in addition to the 
improvements needed under existing conditiom It should be noted that these 
measures wiil be requirtd even Lvithout the proposed project. 

M i t i  g a t ion 3.le m i  res 

1. 

-- 

Signaiize the intersection of Turner Road and Lower Sacramento 
R o a d N o  o d have n Lane. 

Widen the westbound approach of the intersect of Turner Road 
and north Lower Sacramento Road to accommo a separate right- 
turn iane. t\vo through lanes, and a left-turn lane. 

2. 

5-15 
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5. Environmental Ealuat ion  

1 
3. Widen the intersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi 

Avenue/Sargent Road to accommodate a left-turn lane, a through 
lane, and throughiright-turn lane on the northbound and southbound 
approaches. 
Add a right-turn lane to the northbound approach of the intersection 
of WoodhaveR and Eilers Lane. 

3. 

5. Widen Lower-Sacramento Road behveen Turner Road and Kettleman 
Lane tcl four Ianes. 

Sacramento Road and West Elm 
ared throughkight-turn 

urn lane and EVO through 

d. Circulation/Movement 

The project will not create any new rmds or intersections. Approxinately fourty 
percent (40%) of the traffic d r a w  to the site will be a result of “drive-by” of existing 
traiiic rather r h m  crexing a signir‘icant new component to the overall circulation 
pattern. 

PUBLIC SERVICES 

. FirePolice 

The project will result in a commitment from the City to provide necessary 
protection. Consultation with the affected agencies during the final site planning 
stages will insure that zgency’s susgesticns toLimprove safety and serviceability are 
met. 

16. UTILITIES 

e. Drainage 

The project will result in increased stormwater drainage as the site is covered with 
building and parking surfaces. Storm drain facilities in the area will be sufficient to 
accommodate the increxed runoff. 

IS. AESTHETICS 

Construction of the project will change the character of the site from open. 
agriculture and office uses to a deve1ope.d shopping center. The Wine and Roses 
Bed and Breakfast is located to the north of the project site and is screenzd by heavy 
vegetation. 

5-16 
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TABLE 5-8 
MITIGATED CAPACITY ANALYSIS P.M. PEAK HOUR 

W/ C H E S T N U T  BRIDGE 
INTERSECTION 

Turner & Lower Sacramento 

Turner & Lower Sacramento/ 

Woodhaven & Eilers 

* Lnslgnallzed method of capacity analysis. 
N/A = No improvements aro recommended for thls Intersecllon. 



5. Environmental Evaluation 

The site p!an includes landscaping along the entire perimeter of the site, with 
particular emphasis to the areas along Turner and Lower Sacramento Roads. 
Careful integration of landscaping and the structures proposed along Turner Road 
will serve to minimize any conflicts. Design treatment consideration should be given 
to the portions of the structures facing Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road to 
prevent the construction of ”blank walls” facing these roadways. 

31. MANDATORY FINDIXGS OF SIGNIFICAKCE 

a. Degradation 

The project will not affect either the habitat or individuals of any rare or endangered 
plant or animal species. 

b. Short-Term Goals 

The project will not generate any significant long-term adverse effccts for the 
following reason: the on-site development will not generate any adverse effect. 

C. CumuIative 

Although use of the site will increase and change in nature and the lake will increase, 
it does not appear that the use will generate any significant impacts. As discussed in 
an item-by-item basis in sections 1-30, the impacts of the project wiIl be localized, will 
not exceed standards, will not create any secondary impacts and will not degrade tht: 
local environment. 

d. Humans 

As stated in 20e, the project will not generate 
beings. 

any substantial effects on human 

5-18 
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6. Report Preparation 

6. REPORT PREPARATION 

This EIR has been prepared 
Lodi. The consultants who prepared each section are listed below. 

Kate Burdick Project Managerbnd  Use 

Jeff ClarWAngie Raq;ani(TJKM) Traffic 

EIP Associates, Inc. under contract to the City of 
- 

Miscellaneous Sections 
- Geoff Hornek Air Quality/Noise 

Graphics and production provided by: 

Diane Hussey 
iMark Biegaj 
Leilani Ferrari 
Kim Fountain 
Bobi Lyons 
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WIHEPRESS SHOPPING C E N T E R  E I R  

5, R T T T NC 

- ~ i ~ ~ . c l v v  RackeroKnvJ 

T h e  1970 Clear -  Air A c t  3ave the U.S. Environmental P r s t z c t i o n  Agency (EPAj 

indicatsc:  thg aeed f o r  primar 
secondiry standards +o prokec 
v f s i 9 l i : t y  reduction, soiling 
r t h a t  the fed sta 
5 51s to respi y di 

- tne authi.or;+,j. to P P ~  federal  arnbisr , ;  a t r  Guality s tandards .  The Act 

young children, peop1.l a l ready weakened by i l l n e s s ,  and persons eng 
- s t r enuous  work or sxerc'se ! a l l  t e r m e d  "sensitive receptors"). In 
% P A  established federal star,darbs f o r  f i ve  ins jo r  "cr i ter ia" /L/ ai 
pollutants: photochenical o x i d a c t s  ( o z o n e ) ,  carbon monoxide (CO), su 
p r f i c u l a t e s  ( n . b . ,  originally the standard. appliad to pa r t i c  
d,aneter, :erii~ed t o s a l  susga~ded 2s:ziczlatzs o r  TS?, but .thg 

_ r e c e n + , l y  changsd to agply o n l y  to paz+iculatss less t h a n  10 rnFcroiis in 
diameter, terned PMlo ) ,  n i t r o g e n  d i o x i d e  (SO2 ) ,  and s u l f u r  d i c x i d a  (SC2 1 .  
D t a t o  szacQard5 were estab1:shed Fr- California starting in 1969, pursuant to 
the Plul?crd-Carre l l  Act. The s t a t e  and fetierel s t a n d a r d s ,  given in Table A, 
provide Eccaptable durations for spec i f i c  contemrnact levels in orcie 
g ro tec t  sezsiti-re receptors from adverse effec ts .  

I 

- - l^ - -_______ l_ -  ------- 
TABLE A :  FZEEIWL ANT' STATE AMBTENT A I E  QUALITY STANDARDS 
_ C L - I I - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . . * - - - -  

. .  
Averaging Federa l  Fede r a  1 

h - ! rme P r i m a r y  S Z Z Z C ! ~ ~ ~  Secofidarj: . 

Czona 1 -haul. 0.12 pprn 0 . 1 2  pprn 

Sulfur Diuxide 1-hour - - -  
2 4 - h o u r  0.14 s p m  

ttr:r:ual 0.03 gpm - 
0.5 pprn 
0.05 pprn --- 
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The 1977  C t each state y areas 
within i2.s borders  { i . e . ,  nDn-attainment a reas )  thaz  do n o t  meet federal 
primary standard and devise a State Implementation ?lan ( S I P ) ,  subject to 
EPA approval ,  to a t t a i n  federa? pr imary  s t a n d a r d s  no l a t e r  than 1987.  T3e 
CaLifornFa standards do n o t  have specific attainnent dates. 

The California Air Rescmrces b a r d  (CARS) coordinates and avercces bokh 
s t a t e  and f e d e r a l  air p o l l u t i c r .  control. programs in California. As part of 

s t a t e  standards ( w ' n i c ' = i  iri many cast35 are :r.crrs stringent than federal 
standarbs, as shown i:r: Table A ) ,  limits allowabfe emissions f r m  vehiculir 
s o u r c e s ,  and is responsible f o r  p u t t i n g  together  the SIP .  The CAR3 has 
divided t h e  S t a t e  into m n y  single an3 multi-county a i r  b a s i n s -  Authority 
for a i r  quality mznaqeinent within them has been  glvan ?o loczl A i r  Pollution 
Uontroi 3istrictu (APCD) w h i c h  develop local non-attainment plaa5 w i t h i n  
-their jurisdiction. The S 2 2  Joaquin Val ley  has beer1 designated a3 afi air 
basin bs the CAF3 but nr3 s i z g l e  APCD has jurisdiction aver t h e  whole Val1e.i. 
A t  t h e  no r the rn  end of the Sen Joaquin V a l l e y ,  San Joaquin has its o w n  XPCD, 

this ? a m -  - ,,,onsiSilitr, ,he CAP3 aor,i+,~.-s e:<:st:ng a i r  q u a l i t y - ,  ~stablishes 

t f i t :  S ~ L I  Joarjuin Coul\_ty APCC. 

The 'JEI.52 ar.C t h e  lcczl APC3's cjperate a r,:Jmber of enblent air G~aLity 
m o n i t o r i n g  s t a t i o n s  t l - , roughsut  the Valley which measure the arcbient 
c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  of the  abcve-zen+ioned pollutants. The data s'r ,oU a ger,eral 
+ byend cf worsening p_Jr $iiali t :~ as cne n c v e s  f r o m  r,orth to 50u:h :n the 
'4ai.l~;. C z  5 1 c  hasrs  c3L ~?czL::zi-:g, a-1 . .  of 
'currently designated a non-actainment are2 for Gtone, CO, 2nd TSP, while the 
p o r t i o n  o f  Kern County nesr Bakarfield is ncn-attainment l o r  
s tandard  being met throughout the Valley 

-the hi& .o?lutant concentretions for ozo 
p a r t i c u l a t e s  at m o n i t o r i n g  atations in San j o a q u i n  County (all lcrcated in 
Stcckton) and shows how CU:?ey conpzre  w i t h  state and/or  fe.-?eral ambient air 

Sai? Joaquin ' i&.i?ey is 

Air Cjual i ty  P l m n ~ n & . 9 ~ - ~ ~ r a J  i n  the H3ort;n&p~ San J o a q u i n  Valley_ 

-Planning f o r  the attaitnrnent and rneintenancc? of federal and s t a t e  air quality 
s tandards  San Joaquin Ccunty  is t h e  j o i n t  responsibility of the san J o a q u i n  
County Planning Depar tmen%,  t h e  Sar, J o a q u l n  County  APCC, and +he Sen Joaquin 
C o u n t y  C o u r r c i i  of Goverrslents. Together they autnored the San Joaqcfn 
COUILLY Air quality M a n a g s m a n t  Plen in 1982 .  The Plar ,  was adopted and 
f o r w a r d e d  Lo the CAR3 fur i ccor?ora tzon  i n t o  the SIP. 

The Plan a r i c i l y s i v  shuwed that t h e  federal standard f o r  ozone c o u l d  be 
a+ , t z ined  by a 28% or 2 7 . 2  t o n s / d a y  FOG emission r e d u c t i o n  betwsen 1979 and 
1987. A proportional rollback calculation used to d e t e r m i n e  t h e  CO emission 
'reduction needed for a t t a i n m e n t  indicated Chat a 9% o r  2 7 . 7  tons/day 
reduc t i cn  would be sufficient. Since t h e  P lan  projected ROG 2nd CO e m i s s : . s n  
reductions of 37% ( 3 6 . 9  tons/cay) and 1 9 X  ( 5 9 . 6  tons/day) relative to t h e  

-1979 ernissior. baseline, attainment seemed gcaranteed. 
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STAT ION --------- STANDARD _ _  - 1985 - -_--  

0.14 
5 

33 

?.2.0 
0 
0 

6 . 3  
0 

1 2 . 0  
0 
0 

8 . 4  
0 

S tockton 
(Maripoza.) 

0.12/0.10 0.14 0 . 1 6  
3 1 
30 53 

S tockton 
{ H a z e l t c n )  

35 - 0 /20 .0  

9 . 0  

17 .3  15.0 
0 0 
0 0 

Eighest 9-hour  
Days > 9.0 ppai 

9 . 3  7 . 6  
1 0 

Stock ton  
( Clzrsmont ) 

19.5 1 6 . 0  
0 c 
C 0 

.. n i g h e s t  I-;?c;ur ippm) 
Days > 3 5 . G  ?Pm 
Days > 2 g . O  yyar 

91 g b s t  t i -kour 
’ Days > 9 . 0  ppm 

5 . 0  12.1 1 2 . 9  
1 1 

233 200 
2 4 

Yes Yes 
8 0 . 6  8 3 . 7  

Days > 15Q u g / d  (Hazelton) 5 
A.ntlal avarsgs  TS? 6 0 . 0  94.9 
i Y e a r  > 60 ug/d Yes 

-* Ilighest Z4-hour FMio Stockton 50.0  114 
Days > 150 ug/mJ (Hazelton) 0 
Annual average PMx6 30.0 4 8 . 0  
Year > su ug/nss No 

196 158 
1 1 

45.9 43.6 
Nc No 

SQUI?C%: - C a l i f o r n i a  A i r  Qua1ft.v D a u ,  California -2.Lr Rezcwrces Eoard,  ‘19t35-1987 
_____----_--- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  _ ._  . -  - - -_ -__ - - - - -________- - - - - -  

However, r e a d i n g s  in excess of the federal  ozone tite CO s t a n d a r d s  were still 

f e d e r a l  standards per year is not  considered a violation, San Joaquin County 
can c l a i m  to have mat the C l e a n  A i r  Act deadline. However, since the 

couwy c: innct  claim to have eliminated t h e  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  fxtura stPodard 
t . iolatiori- .  
because p o o t l l a t i o n  and employment in S a n  J o a q u i n  County is g r o w i n g  f a s t e r  

The & made no recommendations of measures to reduce emissions af 

-“being recorded in San Yoaquin County in 19e7. Since one exceedaxe of the 

, h i g h e s t  *:caZings exceed the federal standards by z sim.ificant margin,  the 

T h i s  p u t e l l t i a l  can be expactad t o  grow as the yea r s  go on 

’ t t ian anticipated under Plan t i u u u m p t i o n s  - 

>particulate n s t t e r  s o  that the federal secondary s t anda rd  for TS? could  be 
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ATR QUALITY 

. IMPACTS 
---. 

P r o j e c ?  ar-r qcality impzc t c  comprise swc c a - e g c r i e s  : zemporar:w- m p a c t r  d u e  
to project c m s t r u c c i o n  and Icng-zerm impacts d u e  +,a gr-c,ject sseration. 
Impacts in each category car. be clessed as hz-ling effects on r e g i m a l  or 

- local E C B t n a .  

Construczicn activities wo~2.d t e n F c r a r i l y  l n c r e ~ i s e  TSP a2.l ?Pr; canc6ncrations 

excavaticn ard g r a d k g .  - ~ c t i o n  vehictp t r a i ' f i c  on u n g a - : d  surr'acas a lso  
generates du5t, 35 would w i r i d  blowing  over expo5,ed e a r t h .  

-.,near t h e  Irojecz site. nt and vehicles generate d u s t  &wing  clearing, 

It is ~ G Z  y-"ssF3le :3 ? s t i n a t e  a c c u r a t e l y  ';he ???lo c c n c c n t r a t l J n s  t h a k  would 
occur at c r  adjacer\.t tc the c o n s t r i i c t i o n  sites because such c c z c e n t r a t i m s  are 
v e r y  sensitive to local netsorology and topogra2hy ar,d ';o varirtions in soil 

--silt 2nd moisture c o n t e n t .  kouever, EF'A neasurements %&en r lcr ing acar tment  and 
shopplng center c o n s t r u c t i c n  in t h e  southwzstern  U n i t e d  States provide a rough 

-indication of t h e  amount of pcrticulate e r ~ i s s i o n s .  These rne&surenents indicate 
,*that approximately 1.2 tons of dust  are emitted per acre per r;;onth of 
construction a c t i v i t y . / 3 /  The EPA istinates that about; 45% or' this d u s t  is 

-comprised of la rge  par t ic les ,  which settle out r a p i d l y  on neaz3y horizontal 
zrfaces. Large diameter particulates genera ted  by construction a r e ,  therefore, 

"- * 
0,' concern inore as a soiling n u i s a n c e  r a t h e r  than for its u n h t z l t h f u f  impacts .  
Unless  m i t i g a t e d ,  the remaizing Braccicr, of PPfia may cause standard violations 
in t he  v i c i n i t y  of t he  construction site. 

C o n s t r u c t i o n  equipner,t aRd worker co2nmute vehicles would e m i t  sxhaust at the 

Eersuse vehFcle/equipment enissior,s wcu:c be relstively small 13 comparison to 
operational emissions, they would not be significant on the resionai scale.  

s t a n d a r d s  i n  t h e  site vicinity. Odors  of construction 6 q U l p ~ Z t  axf iaust  would 
'probably be noticeable in the environs of the project s i t e  f o r  the d a r a t i o n  of 
c o n s t r u c t i o n .  

'"constructicn sixes thereby coc t r iSc3 ing  to tby r e g i o n a l  pollc:mt t c t a l s  - 

--Unless mizigated, equipment emissions nay cscsa spot v i o 1 a t i ~ r - s  cf the CO 

u 

I Onerational Impacts 
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-~iclations of the f e d a r a i  standard will occur in f u t u r e  years, i f  Sar? 
Joaquin's higher-than-anticipated population growth continues. Although t h e  

the P l a ~ ,  by serving a higher population base f n  San Joaquin County ,  it 
wozld be a c o n t r i b u t o r  to any future ozone problem in the Comity. 

-.project would not d i r e c t l y  conflict w i t h  any of t h e  strategies con ta ined  in 

/a/ Emissians due to vehiciliar source5 w e r e  estinated by using the 
C a l i f c r - i a  Air Iiecwrces Board C C l . 3 3 )  U R B E E S 2  model. An average vehicl . c c  - . 
- u _ -  =-+,>2 i- - z " Z  r i  ...y.., --.- d=lf -... , - - -  - .= . . -  . - -  - _  - Y  ...=-- - - - ^ - -  2u2z2< ~ :i ::::-: fc:- #-.' ~~ c--- - - - 8 ;c> ; 3 ,  

--and N(>x were as sumed .  

- / b /  Countywide vehicular e5issions w e r e  obtained from the CARB. ___---__---------------------------------------------------------------  .- 
r r O C A i  s i 3 R i 4  

--The project has %he p0tenti . l  f o r  affec3ing l o c a l  GO levels, especizl 
busy intersecTions. CO concentrations w e r e  estimated for existing tr 
'conditions, f u t u r e  traffic conditions w i t h o u t  the projec t ,  and f u t u r e  

and loca l  CO components for each czse. 
obtained from CARB/APCD monitoring data aaZ the local componants Were 
estimated by u s i n g  the CALILVEQ model (see Appendix A for a listing of 
modeling assumptions). The components ware then added to obtain t h e  t o t a l  
,CO concentration. Table H shows the worst- case curbsi.de CO concentretions 
at the three intersections nhere project t r a f f i c  is expected to have the 

,,traffic conditions w i t h  the p r o j e c t  3 y  separately estimating the backgrsund 
The background componect was 

-' 

-great,e.-3t. i m p a c t ,  

"Modeling shows v i o l a t i o n s  of the eight-hour CO s tandard  at all three 
,intersections. It also shows little prospect  for significant improvement 
over the  next 1 2  y e a r s .  
.other development5 wculd largely cancel out the benef ic ia l  effect6 of 
reducer! vehicular emissions and traffic flow improvements. Hcwever, the 
project increment tc -total CO levels would be  sinall in comparison to the 
t z o n t y i b u t i o n  of cumillativg Zraf fic. 

Increases i11 traffic volumes due to the project and 

- 
I .  



Ave r a g  i r; g 
J ntersection Time ---------------..- - - -  ----- .. 

T u r n 2  r/ l - h r .  
t o w e r  Sacramento a - h r .  

1 - h .  
8 -5z .  

L o w e r  Sacrarneri Lo/ I - h r .  

,- 

West Lodi /Sargent  8-hr. 

Background 1 -!:r 
8 - h r .  

1 -t." - '-- . - q; - "az.zhzcis 
d 8-hr. 

1 8 . 9  19 .7  
J 1 . 2  11.7 

1 9 . 3  
1 l . d  

17.5 

19. 'i 2 0 . 4  
11.7 1 2 . 2  

12.C 1 2 . 0  
6 . 3  5 . 3  

29.0  20 - 0 
9 . 0  9.0 

1 3 . 9  i8.3 
Ic_ 11.8 10.7 

7 . 2  
9.9 

2 1 . 1  19.9 
1 2 . 7  11.8 

12 .0  i2.0 
6 . 3  6.3 

20 .0  20.0 
9.0 s .0  

. -  _________- - - -_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . - . . . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
-.The tabulated concentrations a r e  the sums of a background comp 

ulative effacts of all co sources in the p r o j e c t  v i c i n i t y ,  
o n e n t ,  which reflects the effect;s of veh icu la r  t r a f f i c  on -_ 

i c i n i t y  of t h e  intersection. Future background components 
reviewing CO rno=i tor ing  data from the neares  

AC7PC vehicular emission ra tes ,  traffic d ovided  by 

7 

S/APCD 
__monitoring on. Local components were obtained by using ALINE4 air 

parameters characteristic of worst-case dispersion 
meteorology in the San Joaqrrin Valley w e r e  used as input to the model (see 
Appendix A f a summary of the input data and a discussion of the 

underliced 

+- 

,.. neth~doiogy in ch:ooSi.?g t h e  cc background) .  Sxandard violations a r e  

. - _ _ - - - - _ _ _ - _ _ - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _  _ - - - - - - - - - - _ - _ _ - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - - -  

K I T  I GAT I O N  MEASURES 

Dust emi s s i o 

ac t iv i t ies .  All construction contracts should require watering in l a t e  

, *  

h.. 

l a t e d  to c o n s t r u c t i o n  can be reduced approximately 50% by 
. -. w a t e r i n g  exposed e a r t h  s u r f a c e s  2 u r i ~ ; l  e x c a v a t i c n ,  gradizg 2.n.d cc2struction 

d of the day;  the f r e q u e n c y  of w a t e r i n g  houfd increase 

and dtist c a r r i e d  o n t o  street surfaces by construction 

on c o n p l e t l o n  of construction, con t rac to r s  s h o u l d  
nd ercsion. Replcnting and repaving shocld be 
possible. 

15 mph. Ccnditions of approval should 150 require 

excava+,iop, hau l  t rucks  should use tarpaulins or other 

Unnecessary idling of construction equi 



P e: 

Wind Speed 
Wind Angle 

j Stab i li ty 
Mixing Heigh t  
.Avr,ragi fig T i m e  
Surface Roughness 
TtmFcra tu re  

1 m e t e r  per second 
CALINE4 finds wors t  case 
Pzsquill-Turaer class F 
1000 meters 
1 5our 
108 centimeters 
50 degrees F 

Traffic.  

p1 Lraffic v~L!.x;ez ant: c;?”z d~L-2  “,al<~n t r r m  7:q-z 

Associatas. ‘I‘kt speeds assigned ZQ vehicles, a s  shown below, ref lected the 
LOS-dependent delays experienced at intersections according t c  data  supplied 
j y  the f i i g h w a y  C a p a c i t y  M&;iual: 

Delny Avg- Speed 
LOS (sec. 1 (nsi.-) 

A 16 20 
------_- - _ - _ _ _ _ _  - - - - -  

- - 20 
c 2% 15 
n 35 15 
z 40 I5 
F >40 10 

-? 1 )  
- 1  L i  

.Emia.s ian Fac tors  

c o m p u t e r  Z ; m i s s i @ ~  f a c t o r s  given be low w e r e  generated~ by the CAIZB’ 
program. 

*... .- - _  - + L 3 .2i7-? >-. ”3 :?. :; - ‘1 
1988 
2000 

63 48 37 
39 SO 24 

ause no CO monitcring is being  done in Lodi, no data on t background 
in she ~icinity of the project, is readily available. Consequently, data from 
the closest C.EEijjAFCD iilonitoring staticns, t he  Mariposa, Zrza l tm,  and 
,Claremont s t a t i o n s  ir, Stockton ,  w e r e  examined. Since tadi is a smaller city 
than Stockton ,  tha existing CO background is probably lowe 
The lowest of khe highest CO c o n c e n t r a t i o n s  measured in Stoc 
1985 readiilgs a t  t h e  Hazel ton station, 12.0 Fpm one-hour and 
’eight-hour) were used as the existing CO background f o r  the project 
v i c i r l i t y .  The CO background w a s  assumed to remai-? at presen t  levels over 
the next 1 2  years.  Data f r o  

: f r u ! n  t ! le  C l a r e n i u a L  s t a t i o r ,  b 
t he re fo re ,  less likely to be 
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T h e  human resgonse to ezvironmental noise is subjective a n d  * r a r f z s  
c o n s r d e r s b l y  r t o m  l n d i v i d t i a l  to individual. The eff;jcts of ncFse car_ r a n g e  
from i n t e r f e r e n c e  with sleep, c o n c e i i t r a t i o n ,  2nd conmunicatiori ,  to the 
c a u s a t i o n  of physiological and psychological stress, and, at t he  highest 
i f i t e n s i t y  levels, to hearing l o s s -  Excessive noisa can a lco  adversely a f f e c t  
fa,- animals and wildlife. L i s t e d  below are several examples of +;he noise 
levels associated with commcn situations, given in A-weighted d e c i b e l s  
(abbreviated GBh; an expla-ation of the decibel scale and o t h e r  e s s e n t i a l  
aspects of acoustics can be found in Appendix A ) :  

J e t  zakeoff 2t 2 C C  feet 1 2 5  dBA 
l ? i 3 c G  i,tre.;ue '115 d2A 
Motorcyc le  et 20 feet 110 dBX 
Freight train at 5U feet 95 dBA 
Freetray tra;"; L A i ~  at 5U feet 80 dBA 
Vacuum Clear.er 70  dBA 
Average Office 50 dB.4 
LF@yz,-;.- 40 dBA 
Scaord lng  Szudio 20 d 3 A  

Environmental  n o i s e  f i u c t u t l t e s  in intensity over time and several descr ip tors  
of time-averzged noise levels a r e  in u5e. Tha two most common are l rdn and 

-CNEL. L d n ,  t he  day-night s-erage noise level ,  is t n e  24-hour average of the 
n o i s e  i n t e ~ s i t j r ,  w i t h  a 10 d9A "r>ena l ty"  added d u r i n g  night hsurs ( 1 O : O O  PM to 
7:OO AM) to account  f o r  the greater sensitivity to noise d3rir.g t h i s  period. 
t;N.iiL, t h e  comnrunity e q i i i - a l e n t  zoise level, is s i m i l a r  to h n  , but adds an 
additional 5 63.4 penalty to evening noise (7:W PM to 1O:UO PM?. 

In o r d e r  to limit p o p u l a t i o n  exposure t o  physically and/or psychologically 
darnaging noise levels, the S t a t e  of California, t h e  various County 
governments, ar,d most munrcipalities i n  t h e  State h a v e  e s t a b l i s h e d  standards 
and ordinances to control noise. 

T h e  California Depar tment  Cf Health Services' (DHS) Office of Noisa C o n t r o l  
has s tud ied  the correlaticn of no i s e  levels and t h e i r  e f f e c t s  on human 
activity associa ted  w i - c h  dizferent land uses. San Joequin County and t h e  City 

f i nd ings ;  these g u i d e l i n e s  are presented in Table A .  The Tabl; shows the 
" o f  Lodi 'nave adopted S. s e t  sf lane Z S ~  eozpatiSility gui. iel ine=; based o r 1  DHS 

' no i se  levels ( i n  this case, Ldn)  below which cer2ain land cses would be  
- c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  t h e  e x t e r i c r  noise environment with no special n o i s e  abatement 
requirenects ( l . e . ,  for residential and commercial uses, L d n ' s  of 60 dBA and 
7 0  d B A ,  respectively). It axso shows t he  noise l e v e l s  above xhich the  land 
use would be c o n s i d 9 - r d  u n m c e p t a b l e  d u e  t o  the  difficulty of prov id ing  the 
needed noise a5atenent ( i . e . ,  f o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  and com.ercial s s e s ,  h n ' s  of 7 5  
dB$. a n d  85 63.4, r e s p e c t i T J a i > r ) .  Finally, the T a b l e  indicates t h a t  t h e r e  is  
often a large range cf exterior noise l eve ls  with which a l a n d  use could be 

" n z d d e  cornpatibie if t h e  necessary noise a b a t e m e n t  f e a t u r e s  are included i n  the 
dez ign  [i-e., f o r  resldenti=l an6 commercial uses, nolse ranging from 60 UBA 
to 75 dBA an3 f r o m  7 0  dEA t3 85 dSA, respectively, c o u l d  be accommodated by 

n 

a 



P 8 3  

CommEnity Noisz Exposure 
I a n  or CNEL (dBA) 

Residential - Single  Family, 
Uuplex,  and Hclile Homes 

~ .. 

R e s i d e r i t i a l  - Multi-Family 
'Yransient Ludging 

- Schools, Librarirss, Churches 
Iiospitels,  Nursing H o m e s  

PlaygroundJ, 
Neighborhood Parks 

- G o l f  C o u r s e s ,  Riding 
S t a b l e s ,  Water Recreetion, 
Csrneteriss 

-- Office B u i l d i n g s  , 
Business Commercial, 
Professionel 

I u d u v t r i a l ,  M a n u f a c t u r i n g ,  
.Utilities, Agriculture 

50 5 5  - -  I- 

a a/b 

a a 

a a 

a a 

b b 

b b 

a a 

a, a 

a a 

a a 

b C d d 

b C d d 

h C C d 

a/b C 

b/d d 

b b/d d d 

a b b/c C 

a a/b b/c C 

a. 

-- b. 

Normally A C C Q Q ~ U  - land use is satisfactory, buildings need no 
special n a i s c  insulation. 
Condltionsily Acce~t&& new constructisn shsul6 h e  undertaken 
o n l y  sftar aceust ic  analysis and installation of noise insulation. 
Conventional c o n s t r ~ t i o n  b u t  with closed windows and fresh a i r  
su;piy syztems or air conditioning will normally suffice. 

c c n s t r u c t i o ~  does proceed,  acoustic analysis t o  determine the 
insulation needed 13 r e q u i r e d .  
C l e a r l v  Unaccsfi&ls - new construction should not be u n d e r t a k e n .  

7 'm=pL&%LQ - aew construction shoul,d be discouraged. If 



TM'SAZTS 

C o n  6 t 1' UC U o n  ??.lois8 

- Construction activities would temporarily generate high noise levels on and 
around the s i t e  over the a n t i r e  period of project constructicn. 
outdoor n a i s e  levels likely to be experienced during c o n s t r u c t i o n  phases. 
S i m x  no i se  P ~ o n  loczlize:! sources t y p i c a l l y  falls off by about  6 dBA w i t h  
each doubling of distance from sourc9  20 receptor ,  receptors-lscsted within 
abou t  1400 f e e t  of c c n s t r u c t i o n  would experience noise greater  than 60 dBA 
auring t h e  noisiest phases of construction, disturbing corrmunlcation and 
treaquility. Noise aba t encn t  pro-vided by walls, w i n d o w s ,  and doors of nezrby 
buildings would reduce i n d o o r  noise levels by ZG tc 50 dBA (dependir-g on such 
fac to r s  a5 t h e  material composition of the wall, wall./uindow a r e a  ratio, etc. 
'Yhe average hone attenuates noise by about  20 d B A ) ,  btrt constrcction noise may 
d i s t u r b  the concentration, cc .munlcs t lon ,  and rspoze of p e c ~ l e  inside cearby 
biii l d i n g a .  

Table B shows 

C Q I T I X A ~ Z C  i sf/ L ndus t ri 2 1 
Construction Average 

Construction Phase Noise Level Average Noise Level 

Uroundc  FcarLng 84 
as 8.x cavat i on 

iioundaL  ions ' 78 
1 65 brec I, j on 
F i n i s h i n p  89 

H ou s i fi g C on5 t r u I= t ion 

____-_- . ---. 

- 
--I-_------- -.. ----- ____ _----.---*. -- ___-.-I----- ---- ~ 

/a/ Tzken from ttofse frm Construct,ion &q.ckment  and Oce-gs-;igns. Buil6ing 
W D m e n t ,  and Home App-kiwcea, prepared by Bolt, Beracek ,  and Newmar.  for tha 
' J . S .  Envi ronmenta l  P r o t e c t i o n  Agency, Decsr?,ber 3 1 ,  1371,  p .  26 
__---_ ---------- -______ . - -_ . .-_- -_______ __ 

Or1erational tJoi3;r! 

A f t e r  build-out of the project site, no i se  levels on and a r o u d  the sroject 
site woul.! c c n t i n u e  to be dominated by vehicalar t r a f f i c .  Table C shows how 

increase and land uses change in coming years.  F u t u r e  no i se  contours would be 
' the L d n  along roadways bcrder ing  t h e  s i t e  would change as t r a f 2 i z  volemes 

- traffic, both  project-related and cumulative development-related, will be 
. . .  farther f rom the curbs ide  than  they are at p r e s e n t  because more 4 7 

using the loca l  streets. The f u t u r e  noise l eve ls  over m o s t  0:' t h e  s i t e  for 
all f u t u r e  development scenar ios  would be normally acceptable f o r  a commercial 
use  such as a s h o p p i n g  cen te r .  However, any of the project s:ructures loca ted  
w i - t h i n  t h e  70 dHA c o n t o u r s  ma!? need added i n s u l a t i o n  to protec: internal 
r ecep to r s  from excess noise exposure. Any new residential u s e s  contemplated 
f o r  t h e  project v i c i n i t y  and located w i t h i r ,  t h e  6 0  dEh contGurr  may need addsd 
insulation to p r o t e c t  internal receptors from excess n o i s e  exzostire. 



79  8 200 20 

9 

15 

13  

15 

22 

25 

The n c i s a  csr.zcur5 shown in TaSle C were c a l c u l ~ t e a  without iccount being 
taken of acoustic a t t e n u a t i o n  afforded by man-made structures ~r t e r r a i n  
features. i n  a c t u a l i t y ,  the row of s t r u c t u r e s  c l o s e s t  to the  roadway w o d d  
prcvide some s h i e l d i n g  of more distant zeceptors from t r a f f i c  n o i s e  and mov 

icd ica ted .  

Conskruc t ion  a c t i v i t i e s  shoilld be l i m i t e d  to deylight hours  du r ing  weekdays 
and c o n s t r u c c i o n  equip t should  be muffled o r  controlled ti; the degree s 
i n  Tabla 0. 

The project architect should consider whether s t r u c t u r e s  loceted within the 70 
dBA con tou r s ,  as given in Table C, need added insulation t o  p r o t e c t  internal 

, receptors from excess noise exposure .  If it is needed, then t h e  installation 
02 such i n su la t io r ,  shcmld be made a condition of projec)s aaprz\pal. 

Future residential uses contemplated f o r  the project v i c i n i t y  and locat;ed 

protect internal receptors fron excess  noise exposure. The City of Lodi 
should consider this befora  approving  such usas and r e q u i r e  d e v a l o p e r s  to 

-, w i t h i n  the 60 dBA contours, as given in Table C ,  may Reed added i n s u l a t i o n  50 

-- p r o v i d e  adequate acoustic insulation f o r  residen'lal u n i t s .  

.. , 



88 7 5  

a8 60 
98 a0 

78 75 
76 75 

Tzken front Noise-from Construction Ea3aiEplenC Oueraticnf, -@uildinq 
-merit. and Home A p p L i m ,  prepared by Bolt, Beranek, and H e w m a n  for 
the C. 5 .  Enviro,unental Protection Agency, December 3 1 ,  1971. 
/b/ Est imated  levels obtainable by sclectlng quieter procedures o r  
machines  ,and implementing n o i s e  corr+,rol f r e q u i r i n g  no m a j o r  
re,r?p,.=+ign or axtrerne c o s t .  
___________- _- _--^--______I_____________-- - - - - ______ ____- - - - - - - - - - - - -  

.- <. , . ; .  
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A p p n d i x  A - h c o u a t i c  Fundamentals 

Sound is a mechanical form of radiant energy which is t r a n m i t t e d  by pressure 

f r.equency. 

of the soar13 wave. Amplitude is measured in decibeis (dB) on a logar i th i i i c  
rather thac a liriear scale. 
dB mund is 10 times t h a t  of a 0 d3 sound, a 20 dB sound is 100 t i m e s  t h e  
pressure .  dizference, a 30 dB sound 1000 t i m e s ,  2nd so on. 
t he  decibel s c d e  is the way in which sound ilmplitudes i r o m  m u l t i p l e  sources 
add. A E 5  d 9  p i n t  scc.rce of sound, say a truck, when j o i n e d  by allother 
similar sou rce  r e s u l t s  in a sound amplitude of 68  dB, n o t  130 CB ( i . e . ,  
dcubling the swrce s t r e n g t h  increases the sound 3ressure 5y ,? 2 3 ) .  
is i n t e r p r e t e l  by the  ea r  as corresponding to different degrees of loudness 
Laboratory neasuremsnts correlate  a li) dB inc rease  in amplitude with a 
perceived d o u l i n g  of loudcess and establish 2 dB change i n  ar;?litude as t h e  
r;?Lnim;:m 2tlC:fl.- r ? l f f c -T" ,T .CC for t k e  avcsr3gfp parsclr:. 

Frequency is t h e  number of fluctuations d the p r e s s u r e  wave ;cr  second. 
t l r r i t  of freqcency is t h e  Hertz (abbreviated Hz; cne Hz equals on4 cycle per 
s e c o n d ) .  

311 and %he e a r  i s  more sensitive to sound in the higher portLon of this range 
than in t h e  lmwr. 

range cf h u m m  hear ing extends frcm about 0 dfiA to about  140 CBA, 

'waves f:: t'np air. It is characterized by t i l o  parameters: amplitude and 

-Amplitude is the difference between ambient air press;ure and t h e  peak presctlre 

As a consequence, the pressure d i f f e r e n c e  in a 10 

b o t h e r  fea ture  ~f 

Amplitude 

The 

Tke human ear is not equally -. sensitive to scclnd of 2iffsrent 
,- frequencis~. S O L ~ ?  w . z . / ~ s  j d l z a  15 ,:z 3," s>.:*;e 23,oGO 'r;z c ~ ~ ~ c :  52 heard at 

To ayFroximate this sensitivity, environmental sound is .. u ~ u , a i l j r  - * ,  ~ e a s z r z d  i n  A-b-aigA?<~C decibel-.  (?2-2- ) .  Or: +,his sca le ,  the! normal 
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TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS 

FOR THE PROPOSED 

WINEPRESS SHOPPING CENTER MS. Kale Burdick 
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TJKM is pleased to submit this revised traffic Impact analysis for the proposed 
Wnepress Shopping Center in the City of bdi. This report includes our findings and 
recommendations pertaining to this development. 

We approclate the opportunity of working with you on this project, and hope this study 
adequately meets your needs. If you have any questions, or need additional infomiation, 
please do not hesitate to call. 

I 

i 
I 

TJKM Transportation BY Consultants 

9801 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 300 
Fair Oaks, California 95628 

October 27,1988 

PLEASANTON SACRAMLNTO . FRCSW * 

IN THE 

CITY OF LOO1 

re/vrsr 
87-008r.lar 



INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this study was to analyze the tratfic impacts of the proposed 
Winepress Shopping Center in the City of Lodi. The project site is located in the 
southwest corner of the intersection of Turner Road 'and Lower Sacramento 
Road/Woodhaven Lane, and is plannec to consist of 111,380 square feet of 
commercial uses. The project site is currently designated for office uses. 

In completing this study, a p.m. peak hour analysis was performed for the 
intersections of Turner Road and north Lowor Sacramonto Road. Turner Road and 
Lower Sacramsnto Road/Woodhaven Lane, Woodhaven Lane and E l m  Lane, 
Lower Sazamento Road'and West E!m Slrcet, and Lower Sacramento Read Jnc? 
West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Lane. 

The analysis of the proposed project. performed in this study, included Inp 
generation, distribution, and assignment of the traffic from the project, and 
determination of levels of senn'ce for existing, existing p;uS project, and cumulative 
plus project conditions. Appropriate mitigation measures were then recommended. 

EXISTING CONDlTlONS 

m g  Rnadwav No twork 

Figure 1 is a vicinity map showing the location of the proposed project. Access to the 
project site is planned to be provided via Turner Road and Lower Sacrmanto Road. 
The critical intersections analyzed in this report were determined from discussicns 
with the City of Lodi statf. These intersections are listed below: 

--Turncr Road and nonh Lower Sacramento Road 
--Turnc!r Ri:ar! ar!: I,Jwsr Saciainanlo R~ad.'Wccdh.~vi?n L x e  
--'dVoochaven Ldrid JriU E,'ir?rs LJno 
--Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Street 
-Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road 

Lower Sacramento Road is a two-lane roadway connecting Lodi to the City of 
Stockton to the south and to the City of Gall to the north. Turner Road, Elm Sfreet, 
and Lodi Avenue are major east/west collectors going through the City of Lodi. 

In the vicinity of the project site, Turner FQad has four lanes. The intersection of 
Turner Road and north Lower Sacrainento Road is signalized. 

Woodhaven Lane is a two-lane street that extends north from Turner Road to about 
one hundrod feet north of Eilors Lane where it dead ends. A bridge IS planned to be 
constructed over the Woodbridge Irrigation Canal in the near future which will 
connect Woodhaven Lane with Chestnut Street in Woodbridge. The intersection of 
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane was assumed to be controlled by a STOP sign on 
Eilers Lane after tho construction of this bridge. 

wide enough to accommodate four 
siQn at its Intersaction with Lower 

filersection of Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Street 
ime and Is number five on the list of 

Sacramento R 

1 



Tho intersection of Lower Sacramenlo Road and West Lodi AV6nue/ Sargent Road 
also wee19 the traffic signal warrants and it is number two on tho priorq list of the 
intersections to bo signalized. This intersection is currently controlled by STOP-signs 
on all four approxhes. 

Exlstlncl Trafllc Condltlon$ 

P.M. peak hour turning movement counts were conducted by TJKM in July 1987 at 
the intersec!ions of Turner Road and Lower Sacramento Road/LVoodhaven Lane. 
Lower Sacramento Road and West Elm Street. and Lower Sacramento Road and 
West Lndi Avenue/Sargent Road. To update these counts, apprcpriate growh rates 
were applied. The turning movement counls for the remaining intersections were 
obtained from the City of Lodi. 

To analyze the signalized and four-way STOP-sign-controlled ir,tersectioris, the 
critical movement summation method of capacity analysis was used. This method 
lrivolves consideration of 'critical* (or high vglurne) conflicting movements and is 
based on information from a number of sources including Highway Capaciry Manual. 
Special Report 209, Transportation Research Board. 1985. 

lhc volumo-lo-capacity (V/C) ratio is an indication of the level of service (LOS) at 
which an intersection is operating. The level of service classification system is a scale 
which ranks street, highway, and intersection operations bascd on the amount of 
traffic and traffic operations. A cornpielo doscription of the system IS included in the 
Highbvay CapaciOi Manual (Special Report 209) Highway Research Board, 1985. 
Briefly, the level of service ranking system is a scale with a range of A lhrough F. 
Level k represents free flow conditions and level F represents jammed or capacity 
conditions. The relationship of V/C ralio to love1 of service is given in Table I. 

VICINITY M A P  
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TABLE I 
LEVEL OF SERVICE FOR URBAN AND SUBURBAN ARTERIALSTREETS 

The intersections of Lower Sacramenlo Road and West Elm Street and Woodhaven 
Lane and Eilers Lane were analyzed using the unsignalized method of caoacitv 

E 
T 

LEVEL 
OF 

3 L W  

A 

D 

C 

0 

E 

F 

Relorencer: 

DESCRIPTION 

VOLUME 
TO 

CAPACITY 
rnI!g_' 

Free flow. Very siigtit or no delay. I f  signalized. condlllons are such that 
no approach phase Is fully ulllked by lralflc aid  no vehicle wads longer 
than one red indicatlon Turning movomenls are easily mado. and nearly 
811 d r N m  flnd freedom of opomtlon. 

SlaWo flow. SlQhl dulay. II signallrod, an occasional approach phaso 
Is 111ily u(Ulra1 Votilclu platoons aru loinrcnl Mdny drrvorr boqln to luol 
Somowhat restricted wilhln groups 01 voliicles Ttils level is sortable 
opuratlon lor NRU doslgn purposos 

Stable Row. AccepIaMe delay. If signallzed a few drivers arriving at 
Ihe end d a queue may occasionally have to wait through ono slgnd cycle. 
Back-ups may develop behind turning vehicles. Most drivers feel some- 
what rostricled. 

Approaching unstable flow. TderaMo delay. Delays may be substantial 
during short poricds. bui excessfva back-ups do not occur. Manewcr- 
ability Is severeiy Iimiled during short periods due lo temporary back. 
UPS 

UnstdMo now. lnlollerabio doiay. Dolay may be groat, up to several 
signal cycles. There are typically long queues 01 vehicles wailing 
upslraam of the Inlorsaclion 

Forced now. Excosske delay. Intorsectlon operates below capacq. 
Jammed conditions. Back-ups from other lowllons restrict or preveni 
movement. Volumes may vary widely. dopendln 
downstream back-up conditions. 

0 000 m 

0.611) 70 

0 711) 80 

0.011) 90 

0 91.1 00 

Varles' 

capacity assumptions aro loo low. 4is.o. il luture demarld projeciions are cons!de:ed for 

OnOlySlS. Tlds oriolyeis UIIIIZBS a cornptttur program wrliten by 1h.s lnstltula , .  of 
Transportalion Studies at tho University of California, BerhJey, and Is in accordance f c 

4 
with the 1905 Hlghwny Capacity Manual. 

Table II shows the existing p m. paalc hour traffic conditiors at tho study 

4 

5 , 
intersections. Also, shown on this table are Ihe projected levels of sewice at Vleso 
intersections after the construction of the Cheslnut bridge over Vle Woodbridge 
Irrigation Canal. I t  was projected that approximately 400 cars would use this bridge 
to travel to and from Woodbridge durtng the p.m. peak hour. 

, 

1 

anaiflical purposes. a rallo greater lhan 1 00 might be obtained. indlcatlng that tho projected 
domwd would exceed the capacity. 
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FUTURE CONDITIONS 

TQ determine the impacts of the proposed Winepress Shopping Center, a trip 
generation analysis was performed for this project. The trips generated by this 
development were then distributed and assigned onto the suirounding streets. 

- Trla_Generation 

Tho trip goneration ratos for tliis study woio obtainod from the Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (I'TE), Trip Generafiop, Fcurth Edition, 1987 

According to Trip Generation, approximately 40 percent of the trips generated by a 
shopping center of this size involve vehicles passing by on their way to another 
destination. These "pass-by" trips come directly from the traffic stream passing the 
development on the adjacent street system. The amount of "pass-by" trips estimated 
to enter and exit a shopping center does not affect tho driveway volumes but does 
affect the amount of traffic added to the adjacent street system. 

Table 111 shows the number of new and 'pass-by" trips generated by the proposed 
Winepress Shopping Center, Also shown on this table is the number of trips 
generated by the existing designation for the project site. It can be seen from this 
table that, when compared to the existing designation, the proposed project would 
generate 3,324 additional new trips per day, with 186 additional new trips during the 
p.m. peak hour. 

7 



TABLE 111 

TRIP GEIIERATION ANALYSIS 

TRIP GENERATION RATES 
P.M. PEAK HOUR 

QUANTITY DAILY %% sbOUT p . t o  USE - -  
prcposed Prolecl: 

Shopping QIUer 11 1.4W s F 71.5 5 9  49 51 
TEjKSF TEjKSF 

Reductton for passby trips (40%) 
Total I ~ W  trips 

Erisrlna Desisnallon; 

OKce(9615Acres 108.9OOSF. 134 1 9  16 84 

at 26 percent coverage) 

NOteS: 

SF = Square Feet 
KSF= 1001) Sqtare Fee: 

TE-Trlp Ends 

TEjKSC TE/KSF 

TRIP GENERATION 
P.M. PEAK HOUR 

oal;y n I I ! o u T  

7.971 658 322 336 

m g 9 M  
4.783 395 193 202 
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TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS 

d for the intersections of Turner Road and north Lower 
Sacramento Road, Turner Road 3nd Cower Sacramonto t?Oad/Woodhaven Lane, 
Woodhaven Lane and Eilers Lane, Lower Sacramento Road and West €!in Street, 
and Lovier Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargent Road. Tkis aralysis 
included determination of levels of seivice for existing, existlng plus project and 
cumulative plus project conditions. 

Results of the intersection capacity analysis for this study are shown on Table V. The 
oxisting and cumulative traffic volumes are shown on Figure 2. The turning 
movement volumes at the study intersec!ions are shown cn Figures 3 and 4. 

It car1 be seen from 'fable V that the intersections of Lower Sacramento Road with 
West Elm Street, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi Awnue/Sargent Road 
are operating at unacceptable Level of Service D under the existing conditioiis wi!h or 
wilhcut the proposed project. !t can also be Seen !rom this table thai the proposed 
project would not nave a significant irnpact on the sttidy intersections. 

Under the cumulative plus project conditions the iiXersections of Turner Road and 
north Lower Sacramento Road, and Lower Sacramento Road and West Lodi 
Avenue/Sargent Road, and Woodhaven Lane and Elers Lane would be operating at 
Level of Service D. The mitigation measures recommended for these intersections 
are presented in the 'Mitigation Measures' section of this study. 

It should be noted that accOrding lo the Specific Plan for the City of Lodi, Lower 
Sacramento Road is planned to be a divided roadway with raised median in front of 
\he project site. The specific plan would need to be revised to allow for median 
openings for the prolect access points. 

In additla?, ds par1 of the Specific Plan, fronlago roads aro proposed OA Ihe aast and 
west sides of Lower Sacramento Road. It is recommended that the east frontage 
road end st a 

L O O 1  AVENUE 

- 
le-sac prior to reaching the project site. ES W /  CHESTNUT BRIDGE 
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Traffic $lclnnl Warrants 

To evaluato the need for a traffic signal at ttte intersections of Turner Road slnd Lower 
Sacramonto Road/Woodhsven Lane arid Woodhaven Lane acid filers Lane a slgnal 
warrant analysis vias performed. The results of this analysis is shown on Table VI. 

As can be sfen from Table VI, the intersection of Tcrrier Road and Lower 
Sacrarnanto Road/Woodhaven Lane would meet the traffic siynal warrant criterias 
under the cumulative plus prolea conditions. 

TABLE VI 
SIGNAL WARRANT ANALYSIS 

EXISTING EXISTING t CUMULATlVE t 
CONDITIONS PROJECT PROJECT 
W/CHESTNUT YI,'CHESY"UT W/CHESTNUT 
BRIDGE BRIDGE BillDGE 

WARR ANT '&''nRljANT ILIIEESLGrn - W@&¶ILT 

Turner 8 Lower NO 
Sacramento/Wdhaven 

NO YES 

Woodhavan B Eilem NO NO NO 

Yes 5. Meets warran! 
No = Daes fict meet warrant 

Notes: 

12 
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Th9 inlersectlons of Lower Sacramento Road and West’Um SIreet. and Lower 
Sacramento Road and West Lodi Avenue/Sargenr Road are preseotly operating at 
unacceptable levels of service. These intersections meet the traffic sisnal warrant 
criteria and are on the City3 priority list to be signalized. Conditions at these 

intersecuons viill improve to acceptable levels when they are signalizod. 

There are no m ~ i ~ y t i o n  measures recommended due lo the proposed proiect. 

--Improve the intersection of Lowx Sacramento Road and West Elm Street to 
accornrnodato a ti-irough tang and a shared throuyhjrlght k..n lane on the 
rionhhound Jpproach, and H left-turn lane and two through lanes G n  the 
sobthbcund approach. 

Table VII shows the mitigated capacity analysis for this study. 

me fcllowing mitigation measures would be required to 
occurring aner the build-out of the study area, and are in addition 10 the 
improdements needed under existing conditions. 

-Signalize the intersection of Turner aoad an 

r Road 
h!-twn 

-Widen the intersection of Lower Sacfamento Road and West Lodi 
Abenuejcargent Road to accommcjda:e a left-rum lane, a through lace, and 
through/right-turn lme on the northbound and southbound approachas. 

-Add a right-turn lane to the northbound approach of the intersection Of 

Woodhaven Lane snd Eilers Lane. 

--VLc!an Lower Sacramento Road betwen Turner Road and Kettleman L m e  
la lour lanes. 

13 14 
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Responses and Comments 

The foIlowing section includes the comments received on the Winepress 
Expanded Initial Study during the 30-day pbulic review period. Directly 
following each comment is the  EIP response to that commer?t. 



.. f : 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIO 
.O. ?.OX XLi.8 (1976 E. CHARTEX WAQ 

TOWON, c\ 9S201 

.. -. ,. . : .,-.,... . . .  . . 

mo ('09) '-1 948-7936 
. ' .* ., .. " 

November 16, I988 1 O-SJ-Lodi 
Winepress Shopping Center 
Expanded Initial Study 
SCH %381031 GI 

Mr. Jchn Keene 
State Clearinghouse 
IdOi) Tenth Street, Room 721 
Sacranento, CA 95514 

Dear Mr. Keene: 

Caftrans has reviewed the Expanded Initial Study for the p r o p o s d  
Winepress Shopping C a t e r  located at the southwest carner of TlJrner Road 
and- Sacramento Ro& in Lodi. Due to the sire and location of the prcposed 
project, it does not appear that this prGject will have a significant impact 
an the State Highway System. However, the Draft EIR should provide a 
thorough traffic anaiysis of the Iocat circulation system. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have 
any questions regarding this report you may contact me at the above noted 
nurnher. 

Very truly yours, 

KENNETH W. BAXTER 
ASSB Coordinator 

m: F Verdccrn/SJCCOG 
bcc: D Cowell 

A Johnsonlw attachment 



Response to Comments 

Y. 
-.? Department of Transportation t__ 

Comment 

3 

Response 

s? Comment Eoted, no response required. d 
$ 
P'? 



November 17, i9SS 



Response to Comments 

Conment 

1 

Response 

Comment noted, no response required. 





City of Lodi Utility Department Lsr. 

I 

Comment 

1 

Response 

Comment noted, no  response required. 

ss153 
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E\P - ~ ~ ~ ' ~ n  
MEKORANDUM, Ci ty  o f  Lodi , Publ i c  Works Department 

TO : 

FROM : Publ i c Works Di r ec to r  

Ccrnnuni t y  Development Di rec to r  

DATE : November 28, 1988 

SUBJECT: Winepress Expanded I n i t i a l  Study 

We have reviewed the Minepress Shopping Center Expanded I n i t i a l  Study and 
have a few comments: 

1. Typographical and miscellaneous e r r o r s  a r e  noted i n  t h e  a t t z c h d  copy 
o f  t h e  study. 

planned - west Frontage Road be terminated south of the p r o j e c t  s i t e .  

Nhile i t  was n o t  e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e d ,  the p r o j e c t  should c o n s t r u c t  a l l  
the improvements along i t s  f ron tage .  This should include Lwer 
Sacramento Road as a cofidition of the  p r o j e c t  approval.  

T h e  t r a f f i c  analys is  d i d  not  include the  driveways. We recommend t h a t  
the p r o j e c t  include s u f f i c i e n t  s t r e e t  w i d t h  t o  provide l e f t  turri l a n e s  
and t r a n s i t i o n s .  "No P a r k i n g "  may be provided o n- s t r e e t  t o  provide 
a d d i t i o c a l  w i d t h  i f  approved by t h e  Ci ty  Council. 

The c n - s i t e  p l a n  should be rev i sed  t o  e l imina te  t h e  drive- through 

2 .  Pages 5 - 15, t o p  garagraph - we assume i t  i s  recommended t h a t  the 

3 .  

4. 

5. 
t o  the  Turner Road driveway. 

y i c  \.forks Director  
\. 

J L R / R C P / j m r  

,_n. MCDDO4/TXTW. OiJ 
_. 
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R P S ~ ~ I S C  to Comments 

City of Lodi Public Works Department 

ea. 

. .  

Resoonse 

+ Typogrnphical and micsellaneous errors have been corrected 
within the text of this report. 

Typographical error has been corrected within the text of this 
report. 2- 

Comment represents opinion of the Public Works Department. 
The Planning Commission and City Council should consider 
this comment during their deliberations. 

Comment represents opinion of the Public Works Department. 
The Planning Commission and City Council should consider 

b-. 

r -  

I- I 

this coniment during their deliberations. 5 ,I 

Comment represents opinion of the Public Works Department. 

this comment during their deliberations. 

, I -  

The Planning Cornmissios and City Council should consider r 

I.. 



HENRY M. HiRATA 
O1RECTOR 

COUNTY OF SAN JOAQUlN 
D E P A R T M E N T  O F  P U B L I C  W O R K S  

P 0 BOX 1 8 1 0  - 1 8 1 0  E. HAZELTOH A V E N U E  
S T O C K T O N .  C A L I F O R N I A  95201 

(2091 4 0 8 - 3 C O C  

T r -  cc 2;v E il 

p? y r, -, .;L289 
i - 

E U G E N E  DELUCCHI 
C Y l L r  DEPUTY DIREC7OR 

T H O M A S  R.  PLINN 
DEPUTV OIRLCTOR 

M A N U E L  LOPEZ 
s e w 7 7  OIRCCTOR 

i t i c n A R n  c. PAYNE 

Z" ~ 

DLPUTY OIRLCTOII 

. .  

. . . _ ? .  
.?.f. ' . ...... , . - r . : . : .  

- - I  . ... . -' ------- - .. 
__c 



Response to Comments 

County of San Joaquin Department of Public Works 

Com In en t Response 

1 

2 

Comment represents o inion of the De artment of Public 
Works. The Planning $ommission and 8ity Council should 
corisider this comment during their deliberations. 

Comment represents opinion of the De artment of Public 
Wcrks. The  Planning Commission and &ty Council should 
consider this comment during their deliberations. 

SSlSS 
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Response to Commenfs 

Office of Planning and Research 

1 This letter ssmes as a cover letter for other State agency 
comments and does not require a response. 

I 


